


THE CONGRESSIONAL’ GLOBE. 





PUB 


“3st Coneress, 2p Session. 
na acimtiaininimaiiiaie 









The question was then on striking out lines 168 


70: 
po completing the light-house on Carysfort reef, coast 
of Florida, 37,000 e 
On which Mr. Barty had demanded a sepa- 
rate vote. 


Mr. BURT demanded tellers, and they were || 


ordered. . y 

The question being taken by tellers, (Messrs. | 
Jounson, of ‘Tennessee, and ALLEN were ap- | 
pointed , ) and resulted in the negative—ayes 48, 


noes 88. . 
So the amendment was not concurred in. 


The House then refused to concur with the Com- | : 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union in || beir 


striking out the following items in the bill, viz: 

«“ For completing the light-house on Sand Key, Florida, 
€10,460 26. ; | 

“ Por completing the foundation and construction of the 1 
light-house at the end of North pier, at Chicago, Lllinois, | 
4,498 39. ales : {| 
” « Por the thorough trial, and for maintaining of light on || 
Brandywine Shoal, Delaware bay, from October 1, 1850, to I! 
March 31, 1851, six months, $1,144 24.”? 

The question was then on concurring with the || 
committee in striking out the following clauses, || 
viz: 

« For arrearages prior to Ist July, 1815, under the act of 1) 
ist May, 1820, in addition to an unexpended balance remain- | 
ing in the Treasury of $3,939 03, payable through the Third | 
Auditor’s office, $2,500.”’ 

Mr. BURT demanded tellers; and they were | 
ordered, and Messrs. O_ps, and Kine of Rhode | 
Island, appointed. — 

The question, being taken, was decided in the 
afirmative—ayes 85, noes 84. : 

So the amendment was concurred in. 

The question then recurred on ordering the bill 
to be engrossed and read a third time; which was 
agreed to. uma 

Mr. BAYLY demanded the previous question 
on the passage of the bill. {| 

The previous question having been seconded, 
the main question was ordered; which main ques- 
tion was on the passage of the bill. 

| 


Mr. JONES demanded the yeas and nays on | 
the passage of the bill; and they were ordered. 


The question being taken, was decided in the || 
affirmative—yeas 131, nays 41—as follows: | 


YEAS—Messrs. Albertson, Alexander, Allen, Anderson, | 
Andrews, Ashe, Ashmun, Bayly, Bennett, Bissell, Bokee, | 
Booth, Bowie, Bowlin, Breck, Briggs, Brooks, Bullard, || 
Burrows, Butler, E. C. Cabell, Joseph P. Caldwell, Cal- || 
vin, Cartter, Casey, Chandler, Clarke, Cleveland, Cling- 
man, Cole, Conger, Corwin, Danner, Deberry, Dickey, 
Dixon, Duer, Duncan, Dunham, Eliot, N. Evans, Ewing, 
Fitch, Freedley, Fuller, Gentry, Giddings, Gilmore, Good- 
euow, Gott, Grinnell, Halloway, Hammond, Sampson W. | 
Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Hay, Haymond, Hibbard, Hil- 
liard, Hoagland, Houston, Howe, Hunter, Joseph W. Jack- 
son, W. T. Jackson, Julian, George G. King, J. G. King, 
J. A. King, La Sére, Leffler, Littlefield, Job Mann, Matte- 
son, McDonald, McDowell, McGaughey, McKissock, R. 
M. McLane, MeWillie, Moore, Morehead, Morris, Mor- 
rison, Morton, Nelson, Ogle, Otis, Outlaw, Owen, Parker, 
Peaslee, Penn, Pitman, Potter, Reed, Richardson, Risley, | 
Robbins, Robinson, Rockwell, Rose, Ross, Rumsey, Sack- || 
ett, Sawtelle, Schermerhorn, Schoolcraft, Shepperd, Sil- 
vester, Spaulding, Sprague, Stanly, Thaddeus Stevens, | 
Taylor. Jacob Thompson, Jas. Thompson, Thurman, Tuck, | 
Van Dyke, Venable, Vinton, Walden, Waldo, Watkins, || 
Wentworth, White, Wildrick, Williams, and Wright—131. | 

NAYS—Messrs. Bay, Bell, Bingham, Boyd, Brisbin, 
Burt, Joseph Cable, George A. Caldwell, Williamson R. 
W. Cobb, Coleock, Daniel, Dimmick, Doty, Durkee, A. 
Evans, Featherston, Hamilton, Hampton, Haralson, Har- 
laa, Isham G. Harris, Holladay, Howard, Andrew Johnson, | 
Horace Mann, Mason, McClernand, McLanahan, McMul- | 
len, McQueen, Olds, Orr, Powell, Savage, Sweetser 
Thomas, Wallace, Wellborn, Wilmot, Woodward, and | 
Young—41. 


So the bill sed. | 


i} 
| 


i 
| 
| 


which the bill had been passed, and to lay that 
motion on the table. 

The SPEAKER stated that the hour having 
arrived for the recess, that motion could not be 
entertained. 

The House then took a recess until six o’clock. 


EVENING SESSION. 


| 
1} 


|| ceedings in the call were dispensed with. 


| Nelson, Otis, Peaslee, Penn, Phenix. Pitman, Powell, Put 
> , 


|| Stetson, Thomas, Thurman, Toombs, Vinton, Wallace, 


\| upon the table; pending which motion— 


| ed, and that the House resolve itself into Com- 





INDIGENT INSANE. 

| Mr. BISSELL asked the unanimous consent 
of the House to take up from the Speaker’s table 

| Senate bill 349, being “‘ An act making a grant of || 

public lands to the several States of the Union, 


for the relief and support of indigent insane per- 
sons.”’ 


Mr. THOMAS objected. 

Mr. BISSELL moved to suspend the rules, in 
order to enable him to submit the motien; and | 
also moved that there be a call of the House. 
The latter motion was agreed to, and a call of 
| the House was ordered. 

The Crerx called the roll; when 144 members 
1g present, 
On motion by Mr. WHITE, all further pro- 





|| The question recurred on the motion to sus- | 
pend the rules. 


Mr. BISSELL demanded the yeas and nays, 
but afterwards withdrew the demand. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee, renewed the call 
for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and being 
taken were—yeas 105, nays 50—as follow: 


YEAS—Messrs. Albertson, Alexander, Allen, Anderson, 
Ashe, Ashmun, Bell, Bennett, Bissell, Booth, Briggs, Bris- 
bin, Brooks, Albert G. Brown, William J. Brown, Buel, 
Bullard, Burrows, Butler, Joseph P. Caldwell, Calvin, 
Casey, Chandler, Clarke, Cleveland, Clingman, Cole, Dan- 
ner, Deberry, Dickey, Dixon, Doty, Duncan, Durkee, Alex- 
ander Evans, Nathan Evans, Ewing, Fitch, Freedley, Ful- 
ler, Gentry, Giddings, Goodenow, Gorman, Gott, Gould, 
Halloway, Thomas L. Harris, Hay, Haymond, Hebard, 
Henry, Howe, Hunter, Joseph W. Jackson, Julian, James 
G. King, John A. King, Horace Mann, Job Mann, Mason, 
Matteson, McClernand, McGaughey, McKissock, McLana 
han, Robert M. McLane, Meacham, Moore, Morris. Morton, 


nam, Reed, Reynolds, Risley, Robbins, Rockwell, Rose, | 
Rumsey, Sackett, Sawtelle, Schermerhorn, Schoolcraft, 


| Silvester, Spaulding, Sprague, Frederick P. Stanton, Rich 


ard Hl. Stanton, Sweetser, Underhill, Van Dyke, Waldo, | 
Watkins, Wellborn, Wentworth, Williams, and Young 
—105. 

NAYS—Messrs. Averett, Bayly, Beale, Bingham, Bo- 
cock, Bowdon, Boyd, Joseph Cable, George A. Caldwell, 
Williamson R. W. Cobb, Conger, Daniel, Edmundson, 
Featherston, Gerry, Hall, ifamilton, Hammond, Haralson, 
Isham G. Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Hibbard, Howard, 
Jones, Littlefield, McMullen, McQueen, McWillie, Meade, 
John K. Miller, Millson, Morrison, Morse, Orr, Owen, 
Parker, Phelps, Ross, Shepperd, Alexander H. Stephens, 


White, Whittlesey, Wildrick, and Woodward—50. 
So the rules were suspended, and the bill was 


taken up and read twice. | 
Mr. BISSELL demanded the previous ques- || 
| tion. 


Mr. MILLER, of Ohio, moved to lay the bill 
Mr. BAYLY moved that the rules be suspend- 


ittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 
Mr. BAYLY called for the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered; and being taken, were—yeas 
82, nays 89—as follow: 


YEAS—Messrs. Ashe, Averett, Bay, Bayly, Beale, | 
Bingham, Bocock, Bowdon, Bowlin, Boyd, Brooks, Buel, 
Burt, Joseph Cable, George A. Caldwell, Joseph P. Cald- 
well, Clingman, W. R. W. Cobb, Daniel, Dimmick, Dun- 
ham, Edmundson, Ewing, Featherston, Fuller, Gerry, Gor- 
man, Green, Hall, Hamilton, Hammond, Haralson, [sham 
G. Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Haymond, Hibbard, Hil- 
liard, Holladay, Howard, Joseph W. Jackson, Jones, Lit- 
tlefield, Job Mann, Marshall, Mason, McLanahan, McMul- 
len, McQueen, MeWillie, J. K. Miller, Millson, Morehead, 
Morrison, Morse, Morton, Orr, Owen, Parker, Penn, Pow- 
ell, Robbins, Robinson, Ross, Sawtelle, seddon, Shepperd, 
Alex. H. Stephens, Thaddeus Stevens, Stetson, Thomas, 
James Thompson, Toombs, Tuck, Venable, Vinton, Waldo 
Wallace, Wellborn, White, Whittlesey, Wildrick, and 
Woodward—22. 

NAYS—Messrs. Alexander, Allen, Anderson, Andrews, 
Rell, Bissell, Booth, Briggs, Albert G. Brown, William J. 
Brown, Bullard, Burrows, Butler, Calvin, Casey, Chandler, 
Clarke, Cleveland, Cole, Conger, Corwin, Danner, Deber- 
ry, Dickey, Dixon, Doty, Duncan, Eliot, Alexander Evans, 
Nathan Evans, Freedley, Gentry, Giddings, Gilmore, Good- 
enow, Gott, Gould, Halloway, Hampton, Thomas L. Har- 
ris, Ha » Hebard, Henry, Howe, Wm. T. Jackson, Julian, 
Kerr rge G. King, James G. King, John A. King, Le- 
vin, Horace Mann, Matteson, McDonald, McGaughey, Me- 
Kissock, Meacham, Moore, Morris, Nelson, Ogle, Otis, 
Outlaw, Peaslee, Phenix. Pitman, Putnam, Reed, Rey- 
nolds, Richardson, Risley, Rockwell, Rose, Rumsey, Sack- 
ett, Schermerhorn, Schoolcraft, Silvester, Spaulding, 


m 








‘The SPEAKER called the House to order at six 
0’elock. 


Mr. BAYLY moved to reconsider the vote by 


48 


| Sprague, Frederick P. Stanton, Thurman, Underhill, Van 
| Dyke, Watkins, Wentworth, Williams, and Young—89. 
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So the House refused to go into Committee of 


| the Whole on the state of the Union. 


_The question recurred on the motion to lay the 
bill on the table. 


Mr. JONES asked forthe yeas and nays on that 
motion. 

Mr. CALDWELL, of Kentucky, moved that 
the House adjourn. , 

The question was taken, and the House, by a 
large majority, refused to adjourn. 

The yeas and nays were ordered on the motion 


| to lay the bill on the table. 


Mr. BAYLY moved that the rules be suspend- 
ed, and the House resolve itself into Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER ruled the motion out of order, 
as no business had intervened since a similar mo- 
tion had been made. 

The question was then taken on the motion to 
lay the bill on the table, and resulted—yeas 63, 
nays 109—as follows: ‘ 


YEAS—Messrs. Averett, Bay, Bayly, Bingham, Bocock, 


|| Bowdon, Bowlin, Brisbin, Burt, Joseph Cable, George A. 


| Caldwell, W. R. W. Cobb, Coleock, Daniel, Dimmick, 


Dunham, Edmundson, Ewing, Featherston, Fuller, Gerry, 
Green, Hall, Hamilton, Hammond, Haralson, Harris, Hib- 


|| bard, Hilliard, Howard, J. W. Jackson, Andrew Johnson, 


Jones, Littlefield, Marshall, Mason, McLanahan, McQueen, 
MeWillie, Meade, John K. Miller, Millson, Morehead, 
Morrison, Morse, Orr, Parker, Penn, Powell, Robbins, Ross, 


| Savage, Sawtelle, Seddon, Alexander H. Stephens, Stet- 
|; son, Thomas, Toombs, 


Wallace, Wellborn, Wildrick, 
and W oodward—6s. 

NAYS—Messrs. Albertson, Alexander, Allen, Anderson. 
Andrews, Ashmun, Bell, Bissell, Booth, Bowie, Breck, 
Briggs, Brooks, A. G. Brown, William J. Brown, Bullard, 
Burrows, Butler, Joseph P. Caldwell, Calvin, Cartter, Ca- 
sey, Chandler, Clarke, Cleveland, Clingman, Cole, Conger, 
Corwin, Danner, Deberry, Dickey, Dixon, Doty, Dunean, 
Eliot, Alexander Evans, Nathan Evans, Fitch, Freedley, 
Gentry, Giddings, Gilmore, Goodenow, Gott, Gould, Hal- 
loway, Hampton, Thomas L. Harris, Hay, Hebard, Henry, 
Howe, William T. Jackson, Julian, Kerr, George G. King, 
James G. King, John A. King, Levin, Horace Mann, Job 
Mann, Matteson, McDonald, McGaughey, MeKissock, 
Meacham, Moore, Morris, Morton, Nelson, Ogle, Otis, Out 
law, Peasiece, Peck, Phenix, Pitman, Putnam, Reed, Rey- 
nolds, Richardson, Risley, Robinson, Rockwell, Rose, Rum- 
sey, Sackett, Schermerhorn, Schoolcraft, Shepperd, Silves- 
ter, Spaulding, Sprague, Frederick P. Stanton, Thaddeus 
Stevens, Sweetser, James Thompson, Underhill, Van 


| Dyke, Waldo, Watkins, Wentworth, White, Williams, 
| and Young 


-109. 


So the House refused to lay the bill upon the 
table. 

The question recurred on seconding the demand 
for the previous question. 

Mr. JONES moved that the rules be suspended, 
and that the House resolve itself into Committee 
ofthe Whole on the state of the Union, and asked 
for tellers on that motion. 

Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. Frearuer- 
ston and Sretson appointed. The question was 
taken, and the tellers reported—ayes 77, noes 85. 

Mr. JONES demanded the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered; and being taken, were—yeas 
84, nays 91—as follow: 


YEAS—Messrs. Ashe, Averett, Bay, Bayly, Beale, Bing 
ham, Bocock, Bowdon, Bowlin, Brisbin, Brooks, Buet, 


| Burt, Joseph Cable, George A. Caldwell, Williamson R. 


W. Cobb, Colcock, Daniel, Danner, Dimmick, Dunham, 
Durkee, Edmundson, Ewing, Featherston, Fuller, Gerry, 


| Gorman, Hall, Hamilton, Hammond, Haralson, Haymond, 


Hibbard, Hilliard, Holladay, Howard, Joseph W. Jackson, 


Andrew Johnson, Jones, Julian, Littlefield, Job Mann, 
| Marshall, Mason, McLanahan, Robert M. McLane. Me- 


Mullen, McQueen,*McWillie, Meade, John K. Miller, 
Milison, Morehead, Morris, Morrison, Morse, Morton, Orr, 
Parker, Peck, Phelps, Robbins, Ross, Savage, Sawtelle, 
Seddon, Shepperd, Alexander H. Stephens, Thaddeus 
Stevens, Stetson, Thomas, Jacob Thompson, Jas. Thomp 
son, Toombs, Venable, Vinton, Walden, Waldo, Wailace, 
Wellborn, White, Whittlesey, and Woodward—4. 
NAYS—Messrs. Albertson, Alexander, Allen, Anderson, 


Andrews, Bell, Bennett, Bissell, Bokee, Booth, Bowie, 
| Breck, Briggs, Albert G. Brown, William J. Brown, Bur- 


rows, Butler, Joseph P. Caldwell, Cartter, Casey, Chandler, 
| Clarke, Cleveland, Clingman, Cole, Conger, Corwin, De- 
| berry, Dicey, Dixon, Doty. Duncan, Eliot, Nathan Evans, 
Fitch, Freedley, Gentry, Giddings, Gilmore, Goodenow, 
Gott, Gould, Halloway, Hampton, Thomas L. Harris, Hay, 
Hebard, Henry, Houston, Howe, Ww iliam T. Jackson, 
Kerr, James G. King, John A. King, Levin, Horace Mann, 
Matteson, McDonald, MeKissock, Meacham, Moore, Nel- 
son, Ogle, Otis, Outlaw, Peasiee, Phoenix, Pitman, Putnam, 
| Reed, Reynolds, Richardson, Risley, Rockwell} Rose, Rum- 
sey, Sackett, Schermerhorn, Schoolcraft, Silvester, S paul- 
| ding, Sprague, Frederick P. Stanton, Sweetser, John B. 
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Thowpeon, Thurman, Underhill, Watkins, Wemworth, 
Wittianrs, and Young—9l. 

So ihe House refused to go into Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. 


At 





| 


} 
} 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, moved that | 


the House resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the private calendar, and called for the 
eas and nays on that motion. 


The yeas and nays were ordered; and being | 


taken, were-—yeas 62, nays 109—as follow: 
Y £AS—Messre. Averett, Bay, Beale, Bell, Bingham, 


Bocock, Bowdon, Bowlin, Brisbin, Joseph Cable, George | 


A. Caldwell, Daniel, Danner, Dimmick, Dunham, Edmund 
ron, Ewing, Featherston, Fuller, Gerry, Gorman, Hall, 
Hamilton, Hammond, liaralson, Isham G. Harris, Hibbard, 
Holladay, Howard, Joseph W. Jackson, Andrew Johnson, 
Jones, Littlefield, Marshall, Mason MecLanahan, McMul 
len, MeQueen, MeWillie, Jobn K. 4 


Miller, Millson, Morri- | 


son, Orr, Owen, Parker, Penn, Phelps, Powell, Robbins, | 


Ross, @avage, Sawtelle, Seddon, Alexander H. Stephens, 
Thomas, Jacob Thompson, James Thompson, Toombs, 
Venable, Walden, Wallace, and Woodward—62. 

NAYS—-Meussrs. Albertson, Alexander, Allen, Anderson, 
Ashmun, Bayly, Beunett, Bissell, Bokee, Booth, Bowie, 
Briggs, Brooks, Albort G. Brown, Buel, Burrows, Butler, 
Joseph P. Caldwell, Calvin, Cartter, Casey, Chandler, 
Clarke, Cleveland, Clingman, W. R. W. Cobb, Cole, 
Conger, Corwin, Deberry, Dickey, Dixon, Doty, Duncan, 
Durkee, Eliot, Alexander Evans, Nathan Evans, Fitch, 
Freediey, Gentry, Giddings, Gilmore, Goodenow, Gott, 
Gould, Halloway, Hampton, Thomas L. Harris, Hay, 
Haymond, Hebard, Henry, Hilliard, Houston, Howe, 
Wiliam T. Jackson, Julian, Kerr, George G. King, James 
G. King, John A. King, Levin, Horace Mann, Job Mann, 
Matteson, MeClernand, McDonald, McGaughey, McKis- 
rock, Moore, Morris, Morton, Neleon, Ogle, Otis, Outlaw, 
Peaslee, Peck, Putnam, Reed, Reynolds, Richardson, Ris- 
ley, Robinson, Rockwell, Rose, Rumsey, Sackett, Scher- 
merhorn, Schoolcraft, Shepperd, Silvester, Spaulding, 
Frederick P. Stanton, Thaddeus Stevens, Stetson, Swect- 
ser, Thurman, Underhill, Vinton, Waldo, Watkins, Well- 
born, Wentworth, White, Whittlesey, Williams, and 
Young—109, 


So the motion was not agreed to. 

The question recurred on seconding the demand 
for the previous question. 

Mr. ASHMUN aaid: [ have voted as long as I 
think it expedient for Miss Dix, and I desire the 
bill to pass; but I think that we ought first to at- 
tend to more important public business. 1 there- 
fore move that the rules be suspended, and the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BISSELL called for tellers; which were 
ordered; and Messrs. Waite and Ricnarpson 
appointed, ; 

rhe question was taken, and the tellers reported 
—ayes 99, noes 58. 

Mr. BISSELL demanded the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. 

Mr. ORR moved that the House adjourn, 

The question was taken, and the House refused 
to adjourn. 

The yeas and nays being taken on Mr. Asn- 
muN’s motion, were—yeas 98, nays 80; as follow: 


VY BAS—Mesers. Andrews, Ashe, Ashmun, Averett. Bay, 
Bayly, Beale, Bingham, Bocock, Bowdon, Bowlin, Breck, 
Brisbin, Brooks, Buel, Burt, Joseph Cable, George A. 
Caldwell, Joseph P. Caldwell, Clingman, Williamson R. 
W. Cobb, Colcock, Daniel, Danner, Dimmick, Duncan, 
Dunham. Durkee, Edmundson, Flict, Ewing, Featherston, 
Fuller, Gerry, Giddings, Gorman, Hall, Hamilton, Ham- 
mond, Haraleon, Isham G. Harris, Haymond, Hibbard, 
Hilliard, Holladay, Howard, Joseph W. Jackson, Andrew 
Johnson, Jones, George G. King, Littlefield, Job Mann, 
Marshall, MeClernand, McKissock, McLanahan, Robert 
M. McLane. McMullen, McQueen, MeWillie, Meade, Joim 
K. Miller, Millson, Morehead, Morrisou, Morse, Morton, 
Orr, Owen, Parker, Peck, Penn, Pheips, Pheenix, Powell, 
Putnain, Robbins, Ross, Savage, Sawtelle, Seddon, Shep- 
perd, Richard H. Stanton, Alexander H. Stephens, Stetson, 
Thomas, Jacob ‘Thompson, James Thompson, ‘Toombs, 
Vinton, Walden, Waldo, Wallace, Wellborn, White, Whit- 
tlesey, Wildrick, and Woodward—9s8. 

NAYS~-Messrs. Albertson, Alexander, Anderson, Bell, 
Bennett, Bissell, Bokee, Booth, Bowie, Briggs, Albert G. 
Brown, Burrows, Butler, Cartter, Casey, Chandler, Clarke, 
Cleveland, Conger, Corwin, Deberry, Dickey, Dixon, Doty, 
Alexander Evans, Nathan Evans, Gilmore, Gott, Gould, 
Hatioway, Thomas L. Harris, Hay, Hebard, Henry, Howe, 
William T. Jackson, Kerr, James G. King, John A. King, 
Horace Mann, Matteson, McDonald, McGaughey, Meach- 
am, Moore, Morria, Ogle, Outlaw, Peasiee, Pitman, Rey- 
nolds, Richardson, Risley, Robinson, Rockwell, Rose, 
Rumsey, Sackett, Schoolcraft, Spaulding, Sprague, Fred- 
erick P. Stanton, Sweetser, Underhill, Van Dyke, Wat- 
kins, Wentworth, Williams, and Young—80. 


So the rules were suspended. 
NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


| with such praiseworthy energy. 


‘THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


| 


|| paragraph of the bill, and 1 make the motion for 











The Crenk reported the first paragraph. + 
Mr. MEADE. I move to strike out the first 





the purpose of submitting some remarks to the 
committee, more particularly on the subject of an 
amendment which | intend to offer to the bill in 


Mr. ASHMUN, (interposing.) I beg the gen- 
tleman to allow me one moment. 

Mr. MEADE. For explanation? 

Mr. ASHMUN. Yes. I want but one mo- 


ment. 
Mr. MEADE. I will yield the floor for expla- 
nation, 


Mr. ASHMUN. It is entirely for that—for 
nothing else—that I want the floor. A few mo- 
ments ago, in the House, I made a motion to go 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, and in doing so, I stated that I had voted 
earnestly and in good faith four or five times for 
a lady, and I used her name. I intended to have 
said, for the bill which she has advocated so zeal- | 
ously. It has been suggested to me that the use | 


of her name, under these circumstances, might |) 


seem to reflect upon that lady—the last thing on 
earth I should be capable of doing. 1 only in- | 
tended to allude to the measure which her human- | 
ity has suggested, and which she has followed up 


Mr. MEADE made some remarks [whieh will 
be fonnd in the Appendix] on the constitutional 
power of Congress to make appropriations in sup- 


| port of foreign mail steamer service, and in favor 


of new lines pro vosed by Mr. Thompson 
Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, next obtained 


' the floor, and said: I do not intend to enter into 


anything like an argument, or to make an hour 


speech upon this subject, but I intend to address | 
the committee for a few moments in reference to | 
the contested point between my colleague from | 
| Tennessee 
| Virginia, [Mr. pele ant Sa in reference to the opin- 

Now, sir, at the | 


Mr. Jones] and the gentleman from 


ions of Mr. Secretary Preston. 


| time Mr. Preston was Secretary of the Navy, I 


had the honor occasionally to converse with him 


| on these subjects, and I became perfectly well ac- 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Com- | 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, || ways. The braces cross each other, while in ves- 


| as strongly as it is 
| wood and iron. 
_ building these vessels of the Collins line means of 
| strengthening them were adopted, that never have 


quainted with his views in reference to these war 
steamers. I know that he was of the opinion that 


war steamers would not answer the purpose of | 


carrying passengers and freight and mails; but, 
sir, ca not pretend to say how far Mr. Preston’s 
opinions were influenced in this particular by his 
opinions on another particular, for he was distinet- 
ly and entirely opposed to the whole plan, and 
was in favor of abolishing as far as he could the 


lines already established. Now, sir, 1] have had 


occasion to examine into this subject, and [ can | 
tell my friend and colleague [Mr. Jones] that he is | 
utterly mistaken, and that Mr. Preston was utter- | 


ly mistaken, in supposing that steamers built for 
this purpose are not fit for war steamers. From 
the examinations that were made before the Na- 
val Committee, I think every gentleman who 
was present there became satisfied of the fact 
that the Atlantic and Pacific of the Collins line 
are more substantially built and stronger ves- 
sels than any vessels ever built for the Navy of 
the United States, or for any navy that floats upon 
the sea. There is no question of that fact. And 
I tell you here to-night, that the idea that has been 
so indemathonst y circulated in various quarters that 
these steamers are not built strongly enough for 
war purposes is altogether fallacious. Any man 
of ordinary intelligence and of any experience in 
these matters who has considered the subject fora 


single moment, must know that a vessel of the 


size of these—three thousand tons burden and 
holding an engine of one thousand horse power, 
contending against wind and wave—must be built 
ossible to build a vessel of 
This has been done; and in 


been adopted in the Navy of the United States, or 
_of England. I do not hesitate to say here, that the 
Collins vessels are twice as strong as any vessel 
ever builtin the Navy of the United States, be- 
cause they are braced with iron braces in two 


ae eee 


the os of its consideration. 1 
P 
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| to the use of these steamers. I do not hesitate 
| to say here to-night—after having looked into the 
| Subject very fully, and being at the same time yp : 

fectly well aware that this idea will strike a 
naval men with surprise, and perhaps not be 
sented to by many experienced officers of the Na. 
vy—yet I do not hesitate to say, that the ney; 
naval war will be conducted almost entire| 
steamers. ‘ “ 

Mr. BOWIE, (interposing.) I beg leave t, 
/ ask a question of the chairman of soem 

on Naval Affairs, I understand the gentleman 1, 
state, that an investigation has recently been had 
by that committee into the question of the availa. 
bility of mail steamers as war steamers, | her 
leave to ask him whether, in the course of that ex. 
amination officers of the Navy were examined or 
‘consulted? I ask this question because the Secre. 
_ tary of the Navy, in his annual report, states tha, 
** In consequence of the adaptation of mail steay). 
‘ers principally for speed and transportation, j: 
‘has been doubted, by officers of great intelli. 
‘gence, whether they can be converted into war 
‘ steamers of the first class without much additiona| 
‘ expense, since they have neither the strength to 
‘bear heavy armaments, nor to withstand eap- 
‘nonading.’”’ I should like to hear whether tha: 
opinion is correct or not? 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. The exami. 
nation which was made into this matter by the 
\| Naval Committee, was incidental in its character. 
It was not an examination instituted or pursued 
with a view of ascertaining this information |; 
came on incidentally in the course of other invyesti- 
gations. It is true that we had before us a gentle. 

' man who had been a long time in the Navy ser- 
| vice, and who stated the manner in which these 
vessels were built and put together and fastened, 
and also the manner in which vessels built for 
the Navy are put together and fastened, but there 
| was not a rigid investigation, nor one that 
| was sufficient to determine the point to which the 
gentleman from Maryland alludes. Speed and 
power of concentration constitute the most im- 
portant qualities in vessels of war, as they do in 
armies. It was by this power of combination or 
|| concentration that Napoleon gained his great vic- 
| tories, and that all great generals have been suc- 
cessful. And so it will beupon the sea. There is 
another point. Ifany of the members of this com- 
| mittee have taken the trouble to examine into the 
|| éxperiments which have taken place at the navy- 
| yard in Washington city, or have read the reports 
| of the Ordnance Department, they will find that 
| thirty-two or forty-two pounder guns, heretofore 
| used principally upon our ships of war, will be 
abandoned, nd acta of larger calibre and heavier 
metal will be adopted in their stead. It has been 
found from experiments which have been tried at 
| the navy-yard, upon a target placed at a distance 
| in the middle of the Potomac river, that ten inch 
balls or ten inch shells, whether solid or hollow, 
pass through a thickness of three tiers of timber, 
|| where thirty-two pounders remain in the target and 
|| do little or no damage. Now, take shells of eleven 
inches in diameter, which will inevitably be used 
| hereafter in naval battles, and plant one of them in 
|| the side of a ship, and she is gone inevitably. I 
| care not whether she be a steamer or a sailing 
| vessel, plant one of these shells in her side and let 
it burst, and she is gone. And, sir, in all future 
naval battles it will be a question of speed of ves- 
sels and skill in gunnery. Two ships well armed 
and manned will destroy one another; and by this 
means you will have brought the art to the highest 
possible capacity of destruction, and when you 
come to that point, you have done more for peace 
and for humanity than you can do by any other 
means. When you send two vessels to encounter 
upon the ocean, with an absolute certainty that one 
must go down, and with a possibility that both 
may go down, I apprehend that the cause of quar- 
rel must be a very grave and serious one before 
these means will be resorted to. 

Now, sir, you must see that since the art of 
gunnery has arrived at this point—and every gen- 
tleman who will take the trouble to inform himself 
will see that it has—it is a matter of no conse- 
quence, so far as the effect of that is concerned, 
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whether the vessel be a steamer ora sailing ves- 
sel. To be sure a steamer is generally somewhat 
more vulnerable than a sailing vessel, use you 
may strike her machinery and disable her by one 
of these large shot, which, planted in the hull of 


(Mr. Rriemarpson in the chair,) and took up for |, sels of the United States Navy the braces are onl 

consideration the naval appropriation bill. |} used in one direction, and mathematicians will tell 
The reading of the bit in full was dispensed || you that the strength is not merely doubled by 

with, and the committee proceeded to consider it || this means, but quadrupled. 

by paragraphs. | But, sir, I will present another view in reference 
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1851. 
any vessel, must inevitably destroy her. 
when you bring these vessels to such a point of | 
equality, that one of these large shot may destroy 
either a sailing vessel or a steamer, it follows as 
a necessary consequence, that speed and power 
of concentration constitute the main points, and 
vessels that have eae must have supe- 
riority over others. hese are my views. I 
wish now to say a word in reference to some of 
the points of the speech made 4 the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. Meape. e has spoken of 
the eleven hundred and odd thousand dollars 
which we pay to the present lines of steamers. 
j would remind him that a large portion of that 
is returned in the shape of postage; and I believe 
that in the course of a few years the existing 
jines will pay all their expenses. 

| agree with the gentleman from Virginia, that 
the proposition presented by Mr. Thompson is 
the cheapest proposition that has ever been pre- 
sented to thisGovernment; and considering it only 
in referenee to its cheapness, or in reference to the | 
importance of the lines which he proposes to es- 
tablish, I would freely admit that the terms he 
proposes are better and more desirable than any 
others. But I did not understand the gentleman 
from Virginia,in advocating that proposition, to 
oppose another proposition which I had the hon- 
er also to report to the House; and that is the 
proposition for the building of three steamers to 
rua between this country and the coast of Africa. 
By that proposition only the sum of $450,000 is 
to be paid by the Government. It is about as 
cheap a scheme as Mr. ‘Thompson’s. In a com- 
mercial point of view, I acknowledge that it is 
not so 7mportant, although its importance in that 
point of view is greater than many gentlemen 
upon this floor would be disposed to admit. 

jut there are other considerations which give to 
that scheme a peculiar importance, and those con- 
siderations connect themselves with a question of 
more importance at this particular juncture of our 
public affairs than any other, and that, sir, is the 
question of slavery. I maintain, without attempt- 
ing to go into an argument upon that point now, 
that to afford the means of removing the free blacks 
from this country, will do more to quiet the coun- 
try, in reference to this question of slavery—will 
do mere to cement the bonds of the Union, to re- 
store peace and harmony, and to save the country 
from the possibility of disunion, than any other 
measure which has been proposed in latter days. | 
That is my solemn conviction. I do not propose 
to enter into these considerations to-night. I made | 
a few remarks on the subject the other day, and | 
] informed the committee at the time that I should 
submit my views to the public through the Report- 
ers, Lhave done so. I do not propose to repeat 
them here to-night. I will not trouble the com- 
mittee with a repetition of them, but I hope that 
if it should be necessary for me to defend the po- 
sitions which I have taken, I may have an oppor- 
tunity of doing so before this Congress adjourns. | 

Mr. MANN, of Massachusetts, said: Mr. Chair- | 
man, some time ago I prepared myself to submit 
a few reflections upon some of the prominent meas- 
ures of the present Congress, which have since 
attracted the attention of all lovers of constitutional | 
liberty, and of all the moral and religious men 
throughout the civilized world. I have looked for | 
some opportunity of delivering these remarks, but 
none has occurred, and I simply rise now for the 
purpose of saying, that I mean to avail nego! of | 
the common opportunity of submitting these re- | 
marks to the House and country through the or- | 
dinary medium of the press. [For Mr. Mann’s | 
speech, see Appendix, page 237. 

Mr. VENABLE obtained the floor, but yielded | 
It to 





| 


Mr. JONES, who moved that the committee || 


rise; upon which motion tellers were demanded | 
and ordered; and Messrs. CuanoLer and Tromas 
were appointed. 

The question was then taken, and tellers re- | 
ported—ayes 90, noes 30. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speak- | 
er having resumed the chair, its chairman reported | 
progress, 

Mr. CROWELL asked the unanimous consent | 
of the House to introduce a resolution; which was | 


read for information, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to trans- | 
mit to this House a copy of the report of Captain Howard | 
Stansbury upon his recent exploration of the valley of the | 
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But | Great Salt Lake ; if not transmitted before the close of the | 


session, the same to be received by the Clerk of the House, | 
and when received, that copies of the same, together | 
with the maps and drawings, be printed for the use of the 
House—the latter to be executed under the direction of the 
engineer. 

Mr. JONES objected, and the resolution was 
not received. 


CHARGES AGAINST MR. WEBSTER. 

Mr. JULIAN asked the unanimous consent of 
the House to introduce the resolution which he 
submitted during the morning session, proposing to 
investigate certain charges against Mr. Webster. 


Mr. J. desired that a vote should be taken upon 
that resolution. 


Objection was made. 
Mr. J. moved to suspend the rules. 
Mr. JOHN A. KING moved that the House 
adjourn. 
‘The question was taken, and the House refused | 
to adjourn. | 
Mr. JULIAN demanded the yeas and nays on | 
the suspension of the rules; and they were ordered; 





pending which, |! 


On motion by Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, | 
the House adjourned. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Sarurpay, March 1, 1851. 

The House met at eleven o’clock,a.m. The | 
Journal of yesterday was read. | 
ACCOUNTS Of THE PUBLIC PRINTER. 
Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Print- | 


ing, reported back, without amendment, the joint | 
resolution from the Senate authorizing the Clerk | 


of the House and the Secretary of the Senate, du- || 


ring the recess, to audit and settle the accounts of 


the public printer for printing that may be deliv- | 





| mous consent of the House the report may be laid 





ered. He moved that it be put upon its passage. 
Several Members objected. 
Mr. FULLER moved to suspend the rules. 
The SPEAKER. There is a motion to sus- 
pend the rules now pending. 


PATENT OFFICE REPORT. 
The SPEAKER said: Before the pending ques- 


tion is put to the House, the Chair will state that | 


the annual report from the Patent Office has been || 


received, and the Chair will ask, that by unani- | 


upon the table and ordered to be printed, and that 
the question of printing an extra number may be | 
referred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. WHITE desired to instruct the committee 
as to the extra number that they should report. 

The SPEAKER stated that the question of num- 
ber could be acted on when the committee should | 
report, but that if the gentleman from New York 
insisted on his motion, the question could not be 
acted on atallat this time. 

Mr. JOHN A. KING, of New York, made a 


| suggestion, which the Reporter did not hear. 


> . 
The report was ordered to lie on the table and | 


be printed, and the question of extra numbers to | 


be referred to the Committee on Printing. 


CHARGES AGAINST MR. WEBSTER. 


* The SPEAKER stated the regular order of | 
business to be on the motion to suspend the rules 
to enable the gentleman from Indiana (Mr. Juttay] | 
to submit the resolution which had been reported 
last evening. On that motion the yeas and nays | 
had been ordered. 
The Crerx reported the resolution. It is as | 
follows: 
«* Whereas, it is important to the wise and pure adminis- 
| 


tration of the Government that its high officers and func- | 


tionaries should be free from the undue influence of any 
persons representing particufar classes or interests in the 

State: And whereas, it is especially important that venality | 
in such officers, under whatever form or disguise it may as- | 
sume, should be rebuked by the Representatives ofthe peo- | 
ple: And whereas, a member of this House has, upon his 
personal responsibility, charged that the present Secretary 
of State, before his acceptance of said office, did enter into | 
an arrangement with certain capitalists in an eastern city, 
by which a large sum of money was agreed to be paid to | 
him as an inducement to take upon himself that office, the 

said arrangement an been suggested and proposed by 

the said Secretary : And whereas, the said member has also 

declared his belief that in fulfillment of said arrangement | 


alarge sum of money, supposed to be between and fifty |} 
thousand dollars, has been paid or agreed to be paid to said 
Secretary, by certain persons in the cities of Boston and 


New York: Therefore, be it 
‘* Resolved, That a committee of this House be appointed 
to investigate said charge, and report thereon, with power to | 
take testimony and send for persons and papers.’’ 


| charges, anc 








Mr. STANLY inquired whether the resolution 
provided when the committee would meet, on to- 
day or to-morrow? (Sunday.) 


The SPEAKER said there was nothing said of 
the time. 

Mr. STANLY said it was worse than ridicw- 
leus to waste valuable time. The member from 
Indiana knows there can be no investigation at 
this session, and he wants none. 

Mr. CALDWELL, of North Carolina, moved 
to lay the resolution on the table. 

The SPEAKER stated that that motion was 


not in order pending a motion to suspend the 
rules, 


The yeas and nays were then taken on the mo- 


tion to suspend the rules, and were—yeas 35, 
nays 119—as follow: 


YEAS—Messrs. Albertson, Alen, Bingham, Beoth, Bris- 
bin, William J. Brown, Joseph Cable, Cartier, Cleveland, 
Daniel, Danner, Dimmick, Durkee, Fitch, Gerry, Giddings, 
Gilbert, Harlan, Howe, Huater, Andrew Johusen, Julian, 
Littlefield, Horace Mann, Job Mann, McLanahan, Morris, 
Orr, Parker, Penn, Phelps, Potter, Robinson, Sweetser, and 
W entworth—35. 

NAYS— Messrs. Alexander, Ashe, Averett, Bayly, Bell, 
Bocock, Bokee, Bowdon, Boyd, Breck, Briggs, Brooks, Al- 
bert G. Brown, Buel, Burrows, Burt, Butler, George A. 
Caldwell, Joseph P. Caldwell, Calvin, Casey, Chandler, 
Clingman, W. R. W. Cobb, Cole, Conger, Deberry, Dix- 
on, Doty, Dunham, Eliot, Nathan Evans, Ewing, Feather- 
ston, Freediey, Fuller, Gentry, Goodenow, Gorman, Gott, 
Gould, Green, Hamilton, Hammond, Haralson, I. G. Har- 
ris, Sampson W. Harris, Hebard, Henry, Hibbard, Hil- 
liard, Hoagland, Holmes, Howard, Inge, Joseph W. Jack- 
son, William T. Jackson, James L. Johnsen, Robert W. 
Johnson, Jones, George G. King, James G. King, Johu A. 


| King, La Sere, Leffler, Levin, McGaughey, R. M. McLane, 


Meacham, Meade, Moore, Morse, Morton, Nelson, Out- 
law, Peasiee, Peck, Phenix, Putnam, Reed, Reynolds, Ris 
ley, Robbins, Rockwell, Rose, Ross, Rumsey, Sackett, 
Sawtelle, Schenck, Schermerhorn, Schoolcraft, Seddon, 
Silvester, Spaulding, Sprague, Stanly, Frederick P. Stan- 
ton, Richard H. Stanton, Alex. H. Stephens, Stetson, 
Strong, Taylor, Thomas, Jacob Thompson, James Thomp 
son, Thurman, Van. Dyke, Venable, Vinton, Walder, 
Waldo, Wallace, Watkins, Wellborn, White, Williams, 
Wright, and Young—119. 


So the rules were not suspended. 

Mr. SCHENCK, before the result was an- 
nounced, rose and said: On the call of my name 
I voted in the affirmative. I will now change my 


| vote to the negative, in conformity to what ap- 


pears to be the general sense of the House. I 
thought the resolution ought to be admitted and 
passed, in justice to Mr. Webster himself, who 
does not shrink from, but would prefer, the inves- 
tigation. But the decided vote against suspending 
the rules is perhaps the best commentary on the 

\ shows that they are only revarded 
with contempt. ; ; 

Mr. DANNER (the rules having been suspend- 
ed for the purpose) introduced the following reso- 
lution; which was considered and agreed to: 

* Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be directed to 
pay to Charles Nes, for the use of the minor children of 
Henry Nes, deceased, late a member of this House, $145 
in lieu of his funeral expenses paid by the decedent’s ea- 


, tate.”’ 


NAVY PENSION BILL. 

Mr. BAYLY, by unanimous consent, reported 
back from the Committee of Ways and Means 
the naval pension bill, with the amendment of the 
Senate thereto. He moved that the House con- 
cur in the amendment of the Senate. 

The amendment of the Senate struck from the 
bill the clause which provides an appropriation of 
$3,000 to pay the pensions of invalids who were 
wounded on board of private armed vessels during 
the last war with Great Britain. 

Mr. BAYLY moved the previous question, 
which was sustained, and under the operation 
thereof the amendment: was concurred in. 


POST OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. BAYLY, by unanimous consent, from the 
Committee of Ways and Means, reported back 
the post office appropriation bill, with the amend- 
ments of the Senate thereto, with the recommenda- 
tion that the House concur in some and non-con- 
cur in others. 

The bill and amendments were referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 


CLOSE OF DEBATE. 

Mr. BAYLY obtained the unanimous consent 
of the House to introducea resolution to close de- 
bate in Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union on the naval appropriation bill, one 
hour after the committee should resume the consid- 
eration thereof. He moved the previous question 


|} on the resolution. 
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Mr. JONES asked the gentleman from Virginia 








to withdraw the demand for the previous question, || partment of the Government, without, if he be a 
to enable him to move to amend the resolution by || prudent man and believes that nations, like pri- | 
|| vate individuals, come to ruin by prodigality, 1 


subetituting ‘two hours’’ for ‘* one hour.” 

Mr. BAYLY said that he must decline, as the 
House had not the time to spare 

Mr. BURT wished to offer an amendment to 
limit the debate to half an hour. . 

' The SPEAKER said that it could not be done | 
pending the demand for the previous question. 

The previous question was then seconded, and 
under the operation thereof the resolution was 
agreed to. 

Mr. BAYLY moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was adopted, and to lay the 
motion to reconsider on the table; which latter mo- | 
tion was agreed to. 


Mr. BA YLY moved that the rules be suspended, | 


/at this time a public debt of more than eighty i 


and that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. 


LOBBY MEMBERS. | 

Mr. WENTWORTH rose to a privileged ques- | 
tion, to which he desired theattention of the whole | 
House. His question was, that during the pend- | 
ency of the naval appropriation bills, all claims | 
agents should be entitled to the same privilege in- | 
side and outside the bar of the House as ex-mem- | 
bers of Congress, and newspaper letter-writers | 
and reporters were entitled to. His object was | 
to place all claims agents on the same footing. 


{Laughter, and cries of ** Object!’ s 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will avail him- | 
self of this opportunity to state, with reference to 
persons coming within the Hall, that he has given | 
instructions to the officers of the House to enforce 
the rules; and if individuals come within the Hall | 
who are not entitled to it, it is because members of | 
the Liouse invite them, and state to the officers of | 
the House that they are privileged under the rules. | 

Mr. WENTWORTH said that his object was 
to exclude all claims agents. 

[Here the subject dropped. ]} | 

Mr. DANIEL, (the rules having been suspend- 
ed for the purpose,) from the Committee of Claims, 
to which was referred the resolution of the Senate | 
(No, 15) for the relief of Charles F’. Sibbald, made | 
en adverse report thereon; which was laid on the | 
table, and orderéd to be printed. 

Mr. D., from the same committee, (the rules | 
having been suspended for that purpose,) made an 
adverse report upon the petition of Hannah Avery; | 
which was laid on the table, and ordered to be | 
printed. 

Mr. POTTER wished to inquire of the Chair if 


it was not in order te move to go into Committee | 


of the Whole at any time during the remainder of | 
the session? || 


The SPEAKER replied that such inquiries were 
not in order. The gentleman from Ohio and the 
House must understand the rules of the House. 


Mr. POTTER called for tellers on the motion | 


of Mr. Bayty to suspend the rules to go into 
Committee of the Whole. 

Tellers were ordered, (Messrs.Oa.e, and Stan- 
ton of Tennessee, appointed,) and the question 
being taken, it was decided in the affirmative— 
ayes 101, noes not counted. 


NAVY PENSION BILL. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, (Mr. Rreaarpson in the chair.) 

Mr. VENABLE, who was entitled to the floor, 
then addressed the committee as follows: 

Mr. Cruarmman: I shall not beable, even in the 
compass of an hour, to investigate the subject- 
matter now before the committee, in a manner 
satisfietory to myself orto those who may honor 
me with their attention. But, sir, however un- 
willing I am to trespass upon the time of this 
committee, and however disinclined from my own 


| 


} 
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and put it by the side of the increase in eyery de- | 
! 


seeing that bankruptcy stares us in the face. One 
of two things must happen. We must either 
curtail our expenditures or the people must be 
ground down and oppressed by taxation. When 
a man has to borrow the means to pay the inter- | 
est on his debt, without any increase to the means | 
of paying that debt, his case is hopeless,—his ruin | 
is Coon redemption; he is in fact insolvent, be- 

cause it is a continual increase to his burdens, 
without adding anything to his hope of relief. It 
is like a canker, which is marching steadily on in 
the work of death and destruction to his vitals, 
and which must produce that consummation un- 
less something is Leougt to its relief. We have 


| millions in amount. We spend more than fifty |) 


millions annually to sustain this Government; and |} 
we are compelled to resort to loans to pay the in- || 
terest on the obligations which we have already | 
incurred. Asan honest man, asa statesman, I 

cannot give my consent to any such career. If |} 
we were surrounded by the perils of war,—if the || 
defence of our flag and our honor required it, I || 
should be willing that the credit of our country || 
should be advanced to borrow means to sustain || 
that defence, and | would call upon the gallant and || 
chivalrous youth of our land to go forth and bare || 
their bosoms to the dangers of the battle-field, to | 
protect their country and their firesides. But in 
a time of profound peace, when all the elements 
of prosperity are around us, when nature is pour- 
ing out her bounties into our laps, and when there 





{ 
| 





is no reason for the country to be in debt, we are | 


called upon to go into the market, sell our credit, || 


become borrowers, and render ourselves, as the 
wise man has said, ‘‘ the slaves of the lender.’’ 
We are continually adding to our burdens at a 
time that every prudent man would relieve him- 
self. We are adopting a system that is contin- | 
ually accumulating upon our hands, by the accu- | 


| mulation of schemes and plans that will tax— 


} 


| the various remote portions of the earth; and, to 
|| increase the force of the argument, all the rich | 





feelings to engage in discussion, I yet feel that I || 


owe it to myself and to m 
larly after the remarks which have been made by 
the organ of the Naval Committee, [Mr. Sran- 
ron,] to avail myself of the kindness of the com- 
mittee, in presenting my views in relation to the 
amendment sought to be put upon this naval ap- 


can look with indifference upon the increasing ex- 
pena of our Government. No statesman can 
ook at the increase in the expenses of this branch 


of our service within the last ten or fifteen years, || for our defence; and now we find the chairman of |! that 


constituents, particu- | 


| 


| 
i 


| authorized the Postmaster General to make con- 
| tracts for the transportation of your mails by 


whom? Not ourselves! No. But will put a tax | 
upon our posterity, and will lay a burden upon | 
future generations, who will suffer from the con- 
sequences of our prodigality and will remember 
us with anything but gratitude and veneration. | 
But, Mr. Chairman, I propose to make a few | 
remarks in relation to that feature of this bill that 
contemplates the construction of war steamers—or 
rather, of what are called war steamers. And here 
permit me to say, that it would be interesting to | 
review the history of this whole matter. When 
the first effort was made here to ingraft this ser- | 
vice upon the Treasury, we were told that it was 
for the transportation of the mails. And if we look 
at the debates on these projects, we find that noth- | 
ing was said about any object than that of pro- | 
viding a glorious chain of communication between | 


tropes and figures of rhetoric were brought to bear | 
upon this subject. In the enactment of the law you 


steamers, provided that the expense could be sus- 
tained out of receipts. That law is now on the 
statute book, but has not been adopted by the 
Postmaster General, because it would have Taid a 


drain upon our Departments and upon the Treas- | 


ury, and would have led to the neglect of our own 
population. Nothing was then said, as now, that 


these steamers must be established for purposes of | 
| the national defence. 


It is like the beggar that 


|| unarmed, 


—————_——$$- 
the Committee on Naval Affairs saying,ina speech 
as I find it reported in the Globe, that we have this 
es to colonize Liberia and transport free blacks 
e says: : 
‘© If you deny the existence of this power, th 
from the Government that indispensable Vane ene 
which no Government on earth can maintain itselfthat 
right that is of the highest necessity to individuals, as well 
as to nations—the right of seif- preservation. ”? : 
It is here not the right to establish post offices 
and post roads; it is not the right to maintain and 
provide for the defence of the country; but it ig 


_ the right of self-preservation as respecis the colo. 


nization of Africa and the removal of blacks. 
Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. The gentle. 

man is certainly under a great misapprehension 

If he will but read a single sentence or two fyr- 


| ther, he will find that in that part of my remarks 


Iam not referring to the power to build these 
steamers, but to the power, which has been con. 
tested, of removing the free blacks from this coun- 
try. 

Mtr. VENABLE. If I understand the gentle. 
man, he defends the policy of removing them, and 
removing them by this very African line, which 
he wants established for the purpose. I will read 
the rest of the paragraph: 

‘*T donot mean the right to maintain itself in the exercise 
of unconstitutional authority: but I mean the right by a} 
appropriate means to secure to itself the ability, under ali 
circumstances, to fulfill its constitutional obligations and to 
perform its constitutional functions. If it be necessary to 
remove the free black population, in order that the Govern- 
ment may have the ability to maintain in full force the con. 
stitutiona! provision for the extradition of fugitive slaves, 
then the Government must have the power to accomplish 
that object. If it were necessary to overthrow a State for 
that purpose—in order to maintain the supremacy of the 
law and the Constitution, it would be the duty of the Gov- 
ernment to do it.” 

The difference between the chairman of the 
Committee on Naval Affairs and myself is, that 
he considers a power to be granted by the Consti- 
tution which I do not believe to be granted by that 
instrument. There are primary powers which 
have been given by the Constitution, and second- 
ary powers to carry the primary powers into ex- 
ercise; and whenever you make the primary power 
the secondary power, and the secondary power 
the primary power, you put a false construction 
on the Constitution—you make it the instrument 
of oppression and injury. Now, the power to 
provide and maintain a navy involves the second- 
ary power of building and arming ships; but does 
it involve the power of building ships to be used 

| for coueieneveiel and postal purposes, with a view to 
| awar which may break out some ten ortwenty years 
hence, or which may never break out? What isa 
navy? A navy is ships of war, armed, as contradis- 
tinguished from a mercantile marine. By what 
rule of construction can you arrive at the conclu- 
sion that a vessel without a gun on board of it, 
built in prospect of a war which may perhaps 
| never happen, shall be called a war steamer? | 
| ask you, upon what principle of construction an 

feeble, defenceless steamer, which can- 
not protect itself, and which perhaps, never will 
carry a gun to defend our country—for I hope we 
haul wera be engaged in another war—shall be 
called a war steamer? 

Mr. MEADE made a remark quite inaudible to 





building war steamers appears to me a somewhat 
dubious thing. A steamer is built, guns are 
placed on deck, gunpowder placed on board, and 
a few charges fired off, and somebody is got to 
swear that itis awar steamer. But from that day 
forward, guns, gunpowder, and all appearances 
of war disappear from the decks of the steam 





has been whipped from one parish to another. 


| These steamers first applied to the Post Office De 
| partment, and being whipped from there, now ap- | 


plies to the War Department. 

To my mind, in this connection another ques- 
tion naturally and properly arises: Have we a 
constitutional right to make mail routes across 
the ocean, and establish post offices in foreign 
countries? These steamers, as I have said, were 
first advocated for this purpose. 


post roads; other gentlemen advocate the right of 
the Government to build steamers, on the ground 


We find some | 
gentlemen advocating the policy of steamers under | 
dm Governyent patronage, because we have the right | 
propriation vill. And here let me say, that no man || through their agency to establish post offices and | 





that we have the right and power to provide them 


vessel, and she is put to her mercantile .. 
without the slightest intention ever to replace the 
guns that have been removed. The guns are 
never put on her deck again, and yet gentlemen talk 
about its being a great war steamer. : 
But, sir, we are told that the Government is not 
to lose any money by this arrangement—that this 
policy of authorizing the construction of steam 
vessels will nct prove a loss to us. The honora- 
ble gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. cael in 
presenting a proposition before this House last 
night, even he, told us that by that proposition 
Government would lose nothing; that it would not 
cost us one dollar; that we were merely asked to 
loan our credit—the credit of Government. 
ean sir, I have always been led to suppose, 


the Reporter. 
Mr. VENABLE continued. This matter of 
} 
| en Government lent its national credit for 
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de dae of others, that it did incur some kind of | 
indebtedness. 


I have always understood that a | 


national credit is all of which a national debt is | 


constituted. I have always understood that the 
whole obligations of Government were those re- 

uiring a redemption of that credit. If it be true 
that lending our credit is not incurring a degree of 
indebtedness, then one of the most brilliant discov- 
eries of modern times has been made. This blind 


discovery of Mr. Thompson, and sustained by | 


my friend : Q ; 
chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs, is 
one far greater than any other discovery of theage 


from Virginia, and by the honorable | 


—a discovery to which Morse’s telegraph, and | 
every other Gecavery of science, is mere child’s | 


play. They have 


iscovered how, without the | 


expenditure of a single dollar, they can cover the | 


ocean with the smoke of your steam vessels. 
But, sir, everybody knows that it will not cost 


Thompson anything; it is not to cost Government | his labor and his life to defend your country, and 


| he thinks not of coming here to demand from you 
| assistance to accomplish what his own individual 


anything; so, as a natural conclusion, we are to 
believe that it will not cost anybody anything. 
You are to lend Thompson $5,000,000—that will 
cost you nothing; he is to advance $1,000,000 and 
add to that amount—that will cost Thompson 
nothing, for he can make $1,000,000 out of your 
45,000,000 by merely a few judicious operations 
in your stock. This is a wonderful discovery in- 


deed—to build steam vesse!s—to provide ourselves | 


with war steamers, and all this to be done without 
the cost of a single dollar to anybody. 

Mr. STANTON here madea remark wholly in- 
audible to the Reporter. 

Mr. VENABLE. Mr. Chairman, I give notice 


that I cannot yield the floor, and I mee and trust | 


that I shall not be interrupted again. I was speak- 
ing of the amendment proposed here with regard 
to Mr. Thompson’s line. I asserted, as you will 
remember, that at the present price of six per 
cent. stocks, redeemable in fifteen years, he will 
be able, by selling the stock in the market, to re- 
alize the one million of dollars that he is to put in. 
But the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Meape] 
told us last night, that this scheme will not cost | 
the Government one dollar. Now, it certainly 
will cost the Government precisely the amount of 
the interest on the sum which we are to advance. 
But, sir, what is our security? The gentleman 
talks about security. Suppose that all these ves- 
sels blow up, or burn up, or are lost at sea, will 
this House, that SR discharged the public 
or from his contract, ever hold this man to 
iis agreement? I ask you, will it ever do it? 
What is our own experience? What did we do 
yesterday? I voted to discharge the public printer 
from his contract. I blame no man for doing it. 
But I say that this House, which yesterday dis- 
charged that man from his contract, will never 


| 
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- _— "of he SS _— ——— a 
ossibility of || hardy sons of the West, who, with their own hard- 


an overflowing abundance. ‘** A modest,”’ an un- || earned means, free from Government influences, 
assuming, a ‘‘ timid’’ gentleman comes here and || hewed down the timbers of the forest, and wrought 
demands of you that you shail let him dip his || with their own hands these monsters of the deep, 


arms to the elbows in your public Treasury, in || to go forth to the world as the highest achieve- 
|| order to break down individual enterprise, under | 


the assumption that he will conduce to the pros- 
perity and wealth of the country. The prosperity 
of the country is not thus subserved; its wealth is 
not derived from such a source; it is from the toil- 
ing enterprise and untiring industry of your citi- 
zens that the wealth and prosperity of the nation 
come. Itis not for us to assist in a grand mo- 
nopoly of the steam vessels of the country. It is 
not for us to lavish all the treasures of the country | 
on such enterprises, when your gallant tar that 
braves the storm, borne in Ne vessel by the free 
winds of heaven, has never asked you for any- 
thing to pay for his vessels. He is willing to give 


exertions and enterprise has hitherto accomplished. 
If you aid in such schemes as these,—if you assist 
in such monopolies, you will inevitably break 
down individual enterprise, by destroying that 
self-reliance that is the strength of a people and the 
wealth of a nation. You will crush this individual 
enterprise—an enterprise that you may thus de- 
stroy, but cannot create, in a day. If you must 


| patronize steam vessels, why do you not equally 


assist your sailing marine? If you will give money 
to help in the construction of your steam marine, 
why do you not give it as lavishly to help the sons 
of the West, to build those beautiful floating 
alaces thatadorn and enrich your western waters? 
t would seem as if your lordly steamers that emit | 
such clouds of smoke, are by that very smoke to 
blind and dazzle your judgment, are to be looked 
upon and favored as if they were the aristocracy of 


| the marine of your country. On these aristocratic 


steamers, it seems all your favors are to be pro- 
fusely scattered, whilst the plebeian craftare to be 
passed over as altogether of secondary and incon- 
siderable importance. All the treasures of your 
public credit must be then poured into the lap of 
these lordly steamers. You will drive all others 


from you unassisted, their poverty their crime. 


| our ocean frontier. 


But, sir, I am told of the greatadvantages that 
these war steamers will bring to the country; that 
they will cost us nothing, that they will support 


|| themselves, and yet that they shall be at the ser- | 


vice of the Government for its protection at all | 
moments, to defend our mercantile marine and 
It seems to be considered 


| enough that you are told that they will be the sal- 


make Mr. Thompson pay for these steamers, if | 


they should be blown up, or sunk in a gale. Sir, 
if 1 had not heard individuals coming here and | 
asking for thirty millions and seventy-five millions 
of acres of land to build a railroad, I should have 
been astonished at the modesty of the proposition, 
by which two or three individuals come here and 
ask this Congress to give them five or six millions 


of dollars, upon such security as is offered here. | 


Sir, when the rural population which I represent 

want money, they have to go forth into the forest, 

and into the fields, and earn it by the sweat of 

their labor, They have never asked this Govern- 

ment for five or six millions of dollars. When 

the planters and cultivators of the soil want any- 
thing, they depend upon fheir own enterprise, and 

ask not the credit of the Government. 


But, sir, I ask you, will any man say that the | 


power to provide and mantain a Navy ever con- 
templated the building of ships which, in all prob- | 
ability, will never be used for the purposes of war? | 
Where, I ask you again, is the power to mantain | 
& navy to carry commerce, to carry passengers, 
or to carry letters? When did the Government 
ever undertake such a thing? Never but in one | 
instance, to which I will allude presently. Is the | 
Treasury of the United States to enter into com- | 
peace with individual enterprise ?—to cripple and | 

reak down the enterprise of the people, for the 
benefit of a few favored individuals, who have no 


| 


vation of this country in any future war, and 
this, it is expected, will act like some electric 
shock, and urge you to embrace and support them 
as your dearest, most necessary friends. Sir, if 
we were to obtain the utmost advantage claimed, 
if it is to be purchased by the sacrifice of our con- 
stitutional duties, it is dearly bought. If it is to 


| be purchased by the sacrifice of those principles 


laced around us for the protecticn of our rights, 
it is dearly bought indeed! 
‘The power conferred upon us by the Constitu- 


| tion to build ships for a Navy for the public de- 





fence, is not a power that was ever intended to be 
used in the construction of steam vessels. It will 
not justify us in accepting the proposition of Mr. | 
Thompson, or any other gentleman, to build ten 
steam vessels for mercantile purposes, on the plea 


| asked you for a single dollar. 


| ments of industry and enterprise. 


Have they 
asked you for aid? Have they come to the public 
nee aid, and sacrificed their independ- 
ence? No, sir; no. With the chivalry they 
have always manifested, with the bold daring 
which has enabled them to conquer the forest, 
drive out the savage, and make it the habitation of 
civilized man, they have met all these difficulties 


| and conquered them, and the monuments of that 


conquest are to be seen in a prosperity which has 
neither limit nor termination. They have never 
And now, because 


/the bankers and brokers and jobbers of State 
| street and Wall street—because gentlemen who 


are ‘‘as modest as a girl of sixteen,’’ and who 
‘‘neither dine nor wine,’’ demand it, the hard 
earnings of the rural population of the country, 
who never received a he ar of the public money, 


_ are to be employed to break down individual en- 


terprise, and concentrate the power ina city which 
is already bearing down by the weight of its iron 
arm on the rural population of our country. | 
am to go to the people | represent, and tell them 
that they are to pour forth the treasure which they 


| have struggled to acquire into the laps of northern 


bankers and ship-owners, for the construction of 
war steamers. The sailor that relies upon the 
winds to drive him on his way, is to be frowned 


| upon by this Government,—Government is to 


that they shall be kept ready for the purposes of || 


Government, and for the national defence. I was 
silent when it was proposed that we should build 
steamers to carry our mails, because I did not then 
find that there was anything in the proposition 
that justified the supposition that they would be a 
charge upon the sable Treasury. When I shall 
learn that to establish post offices and post roads 
across the Atlantic is constitutional, then I will 
admit our right to accede to this proposition. 
But, Mr. Chairman, what is the reason of these 
applications? Why does Collins also come now, 


and knock at the door and ask you to increase the | 


stipend that he is to receive from the Treasury? 
Why is it, I ask, that the projectors of all these 


higher claims than, to quote the language of the || lines of steamers now come and demand at the 
gentleman from Virginia, (Mr. Meape,] that they || hands of the public that they shall be built on the 
neither wine nor dine, and are as modest as a girl || public money? Go to the Mississippi, and to the 


of sixteen. 


These are the great merits upon which this | 
scheme is urged here. This application is made | 





turn from him, to raise up a competition that is 
to break him down, and build up the capitalists 
and stockholders of Wall street and of State 
street. 

If it is so—if Congress will determine to lavish 
its bounties so, I want to go home and tell my 
people. I want to go home and tell them that you 
are giving the money that they have helped to raise 
into the hands of the bankers, and brokers, and 
capitalists, and great city merchants, who come 
here with their schemes. 1 want to tell them that 
you are ready to do this, whilst if the poor man 
comes here, the man who rises early and toils late 
to earn his own and his family’s subsistence, whose 
industry and exertion make this country wealthy, 
that this man is to be made poorer to make the 
rich richer. I will tell them the whole truth upon 
this subject—how that the Treasury is being 
drained out by their schemes, and a burden being 
accumulated upon their shoulders. 

I heard the chairman of the Committee on Naval 
Affairs say yesterday, that he had not consulted 
with naval officers in relation to the construction 
of these steamers. Now,I have done so; and | 
have got to find the first commodore, captain, lieu- 
tenant, or other naval officer that is of opinion that 
these mercantile steamers will be of the slightest 
service as war steamers. Itis a delusion. They 


cannot be expected to be, and they will not be of 


the slightest use. I heard three experienced naval 
Officers say, a few days since, that if in the late 
storm in which the Ohio was caught, she had had 
her guns and armament on Loard, she would have 
gone down in the troughing of the sea, and nothing 
short of a miracle could have saved her. 

Mr. MEADE. Will the gentleman yield me 
the floor? 

Mr. VENABLE. 
rupted. 

Mr. MEADE. | merely desire to ask if the 
gentleman supposes that if the naval powers of 
England and France know anything about these 
matters they would have commissioned so mamy 
steamers for these purposes? 

Mr. VENABLE. I will reply to the gentle- 
man from Virginia with great pleasure. I never 
yet believed that the people of England and France 
knew anything more about these subjects than we 
did. We whipped England once with our ships. 

Mr. MEADE. We whipped her with her own 
vessels, and we intend to do it again. 

Mr. VENABLE. Very well; we never yet 
had a sailing vessel that could not cope with the 
marine of England, as 1812 sufficiently showed. 

Mr. SCHENCK interposed a remark altogether 
inaudible to the Reporter. 

Mr. VENABLE, (in continuation.) 


Ido not wish to be inter- 


It is a 


great lakes, and ask who it was that studded and ,, remarkable fact, that we cannot produce men who 


spotted over with steamers those grand lines of | know anything about this matter at all. 


Last 


communication? They will tell you it was the | night we were told that a Secretary of the Navy 
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knew nothing about it because he came from the | 
interior of Virginia; and that another Secretary | 
was equally ignorant because he was from North 

Carolina. None of my witnesses knew anything | 
about it; no one but the people of France and | 


England knew anything about the adaptability of || 


mercantile steamers to war purposes. If we are | 
to purchase these war steamers at the price that 


England pays for them—the insolvency of the |) 


country—the trampling down of the population— 
a tax-ridden Se do not want to have the 
supremacy of the seas. Why, sir, every commer- 


cial man knows that the supremacy of the seas is | 


never settled. 
Why, sir, look at the history of Phenicia. They | 


once held the supremacy of the seas, but how did | 
they hold it?) By crushing down the energies of the 


people. Spain, too, once boasted of her invineible |! 


armada; and Holland and her Van Tromp threat- | 
ened they would sweep every English sail from the 

seas. Butall have passed away; they were all sup- | 
ported by the ruin of the people. England—is she | 
the mistress of the seas? 
of the Atlantic! In every sea our sails and spars 
are seen—our glorious flag is floating high, and all 
that sails under that flag is respected and secure. 





to go te a country not fit to live in. If you im- 
pose upon weak minds and persuade them to go, 
it is unjust; and if you force them to go by the 
strong arm of the Government, it is tyrannical. 
Sir, the free blacks are citizens in many States. 
In my own State they exercise the right of suf- 
frage, and what right has this Government to seize 
the citizens of any State and send them to Libe- 
ria? Sir, this whole colonization scheme is an 
assumption on the part of this Government to con- 
trol institutious thatthey have nothing to do with— 
that is within the sovereignty of the States, who 
have the right to colonize, to make their own laws, 
and regulate their own matters. Sir, the Constitu- 
tion gives you no power to colonize the negroes of 
this country in Africa. It provided that they 
should be colonized here from Africa up to 1808, 
but it expressly provides that you should let the 
negroes alone after that. ‘The Colonization So- 


| ciety has been fully able to carry everybody to 


She is not the mistress || 


Africa that wanted to go there. 

I find that, instead of having an 
go there, they frequently return. 
there, and they have come-back. 


inclination to 
have sent two 
During the last 


| thirty years, you have sent seven thousand there, 


That flag has gone forth and rebuked the hand || 
that would have soiled its folds—it has asserted || 
the rights of the people that rest secure under its || 


protection. 
to hold a heart full of fear. Let all the armaments 
of the civilized world come, and as in 1812, the 


Sir, to be an American citizen, is not || 


and instead of increasing in number, there are now 
only some three thousand there. This is not a 
country for us to force the negroes to go to. I 
cannot tell any man to go there that | would not 
shoot athome. He would probably die there; it 


| is pot our duty to send them then to such a place. 


will find hearts of courage, with heads full able to | 


direct the hands that stand ready to achieve all 
that valor, patriotism, and right can do. Let them 
come and they will find men of undaunted courage, 
led by a spirit that in the days of revolutionary 
glory kindled brighter as the strife of conflict be- 
came hotter and thicker. 

I now come to an interesting portion of the sub- 
ject. I mean the proposal te add to this billa 


provision for three steamers to run to the coast of | 


Africa., I am giad that the chairman of the Naval 
Committee does not cover up the main object of 
these steamers under the pretence of mail facili- 
ties, or anything else, but admits that the princi- 
pal object is to transport the free black population 
of the United States to Africa. 

Mr. Chairman, on a former occasion I an- 
nounced to this House that the colonization 
scheme, as a means of relieving this country of 
the free black population, was an absolute tabure. 
I have before me evidence of that failure in a let- 
ter from the Secretary of the Colonization Society. 
I addressed a letter to him, and asked how many 
inhabitants there were in the Liberian Republic 
who had either been sent from this country to 


| 


It does appear to me that we are not called 


upon to support a colony on the coast of Africa 
| that cannot support itself, that is daily becoming 


|| less and less populous, and to which the objects 
|| of our mistaken and oe charity are not 
anxious to go. The free blacks in this country | 


Africa, or were the children of those who had | 


been sent there. 
years during which it has been in existence, only 
seven thousand have been sent, and there are but 
four thousand seven hundred now living there, 
who have cither gone from this country or are the 
children of those who have gone. It has, there- 
fore, completely failed as a means of removing the 
free black population of this country. But, sir, 
according to the statement made by Mr. Clay at 
the Colonization meeting, this scheme goes fur- 
ther, and looks to the ultimate extinction of sla- 
very amongst us. The gentleman from Tennes- 
see (Mr. i tells us that this scheme is to 
save the Union. confess that, for myself, I can 
see no connection between the removal of the free 
blacks and the preservation of the union of the 
United States, om say, sir, of the free black 
population of North Carolina, that they are a 
vaaceable, quiet, unoffending race of people. I 
baaas that we might have a worse oeniel 
population might come there that would govern 
me. I govern them; and [ do not want to ex- 
change them for a population that would rise ~~ 
and govern me, and who have no sympathy wit 
me or with my institutions, 

It deems that seven thousand free negroes have 
been sent to Liberia, and that there are four thou- 
sand seven hundred left of them and their de- 
scendants. This scheme would carry some eigh- 
teen hundred or two thousand there a year. Now, 
if we were to confine our operations to this Dis- 
trict, and to send the ten thousand loafish, worth- 
less, ignorant free blacks of this District to the 
Republic of Liberia, they would completely over- 
whelm and destroy it. Isthat benevolence? Then, 
sir, you must either employ force or persuade them 


Why, sir, during the thirty | 


} 


| sibility be adopted. 


| thirty 


|| are increasing rapidly in numbers; they are now 
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some five hundred thousand in number, and year- | 


Iv that number is increasing. 
€ 


We are bound to | 


» something for this free black population; al- | 
though [ do not think that this scheme of African | 
|| colonization is the best scheme that could by pos- 


number equal to their annual increase. Again: 
how, would your Treasury sustain the necessarilv 
heavy expenditure that must fall upon it? It 
would require almost inexhaustible resources to 
meet the calls that would be made upon that 
Treasury. Then add to this the fact, that the 


How can you possibly take | 
_ this immense number of negroes away? Why in | 
ears they have only carried over some | 
seven thousand; and even supposing you increase, | 
double your means of transporting them, you || 
_ could not take away from this country even a 


| negroes would be continually returiiing, (for from | 
| past experience—the experience of thirty years— | 


| their African home ? 


we know that the country does not invite their 
continuance,) and I would ask, how nearer in 
thirty years you would be, than you now are, 
towards getting the negroes from the country to 


As I have said, you could 


| never effect the transportation of all the negroes, 
|| if you had twenty steamers continually employed 


in the service. I do not believe in twenty years 


that you would have carried off a number equal | 


to the annual amount of increase among the free 
blacks. 
Here the chairman’s hammer fell.] 


ir. BAYLY, who was entitled to the floor for | 


one hour to close the debate, said he did not wish 


_ to reply. 


ation. A | 


| 
| 
| 


| 
j 


Mr. MEADE, by unanimous consent, with- | 


drew his amendment to strike out the first section 
of the bill. 

Mr. McMULLEN renewed the motiun to strike 
out the first section of the bill. 

Mr. MeM. said: Mr. Chairman, it was not my 
purpose to have said one word upon this subject, 


nor would I now say anything but for the fact that | 
two of my colleagues have addressed the commit- | 


tee in favor of the projects for lines of mail steam- 
ers. Believing that neither of my colleagues have 


spoken the sentiments of Virginia upon this sub- | 


ject, I choose, upon this occasion, to come for- 
ward and enter my protest against the doctrines 
advanced by them. Sir, we are told that there is 
nothing new under the sun. 
follow the windings of politicians in Congress, 
you will find that there is something new in the 
action of members of Congress. uch as I re- 
spect the opinions of my colleague from the Peters- 
burg District, [Mr. Meape,] as a constitutional 


lawyer, T was surprised—I was mortified, last || I would increase them if necessary to give it effi- 


If you undertake to | 





maintain the Navy in a proper condition. It is 











| night, when he undertook to prove to an American 
| Congress, and to the American people, that thig 
| new project for a steam navy was constitutional 
The doctrines which he laid down in support of 
that proposition I regard as dangerous. One of 
the positions assumed by my col e was, that 
this question of constitutional power had been set. 
tled by Congress, by the establishment heretofore 
of lines of mail steamers—that they established q 
eee ne upon which to found the right to esta}y- 
| ish this line of steamers. How could a constity- 
tional lawyer think of settling a constitutiona} 
question by Congressional precedent? 

Sir, [ need not remind you or my colleague of 

| the fallacy of attempting, upon precedent, to es- 
tablish the authority of Congress to do anything. 
I could reply to that branch of my colleague's 
) argument by asking him if the doctrine of the alien 
| law—one precedent—was constitutional? And | 
| would apply to him to know, if the sedition law 
| was constitutional? I would ask him, too, if the 
| passage of the bankrupt law, and many other laws 
which I could call his attention to, were constity- 
tional? 
| Mr. Chairman, I desire to meet this question 
| openly. I wish gentlemen to tell me—if Con- 
| gress has the power to build steamers, as proposed 
by this bill, for the purpose of carrying on com- 
mercial operations, and providing naail facilities, 
| whether they have not the power likewise to build 
stage-coaches, to build macadamized roads and rail- 
roads over which to carry the mails of the coun- 
try, and to carry on commercial operations? [| 
deny, sir, that Congress has the power to do any 
such thing. I undertake here to say, that if gen- 
tlemen will look into this question as a constitu- 
tional one, they will find no power in the Consti- 
tution, inthe forced construction, to pass the 
amendment for fines of steamers. I call upon gen- 
tlemen here who are constitutional lawyers—who 
| are friends to this bill—I call upon the chairman 
of the committee, together with my colleagues, to 
state upon what clause of the Constitution they 
derive this power. I hear some gentleman say 
that it is derivable from that clause of the Consti- 
tution which gives Congress the power to regulate 
commerce. I hear another friend of the bill say, 
that it is derived from that clause of the Constitu- 
tion which gives Congress the power to establish 
the Army and Navy. Why, Mr. Chairman, the 
arguments of these gentlemen remind me of the 
ingenious arguments of gentlemen to prove that 
Congress had power under the Constitution to pass. 
the bankrupt law. They are utterly fallacious. 
Some maintain the power of Congress to pass this 
bill from one clause of the Constitution, and some 
from another. In this matter they are like my 
| colleague, who, whilst advocating the passage of 
this bill, yet claims to be a strict constructionist— 
and a Virginia abstractionist. I want to have 
these gentlemen point out the particular clause of 
the Constitution under which they derive the 
| power to pass the bill as a to be amended. 

[Here the Chairman’s hammer fell.] 

Mr. HILLIARD. The motion is to strike out 
the first section of the bill. It was my wish to 
have made a longer and more labored speech in 
regard to this os I rejoice, Mr. Chair- 
man, that this House has begun to vindicate its 
claim to public confidence, by reducing the ex- 
penses of the Government. It was for no light 
cause that the framers of the Constitution provided 
that no bill taxing the people should originate 
elsewhere than here. It was intended at_the or- 
ganization of the Government that this House 
should hold the special qe of the purse 
of the nation. hile I am an economist in re- 








gard to all proper subjects, I am not willing to re- 
duce the proper legitimate expenses which the 
Navy must incur in order to its vigorous mainte- 
nance. I take this occasion to say, Mr. Chair- 
man, that I shall vote every dollar asked for to 


the safest arm of the service, to say the least of it. 
It protects our commerce on every sea—it has 
fought its way to public favor. Ancient and mod- 
ern history establishes the fact, that the Navy has 
always been friendly to liberty. Never has the 
power of the Navy in any country been turned 
against the liberties of that country. I would, 
then, foster the Navy. 1! would correct its abuses. 
I would encourage it so as to give it new vigor, 


and so far from limiting the expenditures upon it, 
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ciency. Sir, while I say this, I take occasion to 
say, that I shall oppose any further mail-steamer 
service. 1 will go for maintaining the efficiency of 
the steam service now provided for, but I would 
not expend an additional dollar by establishing 
new lines for steam service. I will, when the 
jroper time comes, say something more about one 
yarticular line—I mean the Collins line. lam in 
favor of that line. I think that we should keep 
it up. It appeals to our national pride, and I be- 
lieve it will pay to the Treasury every dollar ex- 
vended upon it, and more than pay it. Sir, it is 
not the time to launch upon new and doubtful ex- 
eriments in steam shipping. I believe when war 
comes, if unfortunately it should come, it will re- 
quire more to convert these steamships into ves- 
sels of war, than to build them out and out new. 
This is the opinion that has been expressed by 
sagacious naval men. I regret that my time is so 
limited that I cannot enter into a labored argument 
upon this subject. I trust that whatever is done 
in this House, will be done intelligently. I hope 
that the expenses of the Navy will be kept within 
proper limits, and every dollar liberally and freely 
voted, which is demanded to keep the service in a 
yroper condition. | 

Allow me, having made this brief expression 
of my opinion, to say, in the conclusion of my 
remarks, that | regret that I did not obtain the 
floor earlier. My term of service in this House 
is about to expire. I desired to say something 
yersonal in regard to topics which have been 
introduced here in the course of this debate. 
I shall take occasion to say, that the remarks 
which I submitted in allusion to the Secretary of 
State, were made from a spontaneous feeling of re- 
gard for that officer of Government. I regretted 
that so unfortunate a topic should have been intro- 
duced in that connection. I wish to make a per- 
sonal remark with regard to myself. I will only 
say, that those who supposed that I was selfish in 
the remarks which I then made, misunderstood 
me. Five years ago, standing in the very place 
where I do now, lL arose and vindicateed this great 
statesman, when he was Senator of the United 
States. I had but just returned from a foreign 
mission, having voluntarily resigned my position. 
When that resignation was accepted, it was ac- 
companied with assurances that I had discharged 
my duties to the satisfaction of my Government. 
I was no more selfish than five years ago, when 
occupying the same place which i now hold 

[Here the hammer fell.} 

Mr. STRONG. I rise to a question of order. 
I understand that the motion is to strike out the 
first section of the bill, and I submit that it is not 
in order—that the committee cannot oreo the bill. 
Striking out the first section is equivalent to a re- 
jection, as was held the other day, when a point 
of order was made. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Srrone] is mistaken. The ques- 
tion is not upon striking out the first section, but 
upon striking out the first provision. The Chair 
holds it to be strictly in order*to strike that out. 

Mr. GERRY offered an amendment to reduce 
the appropriation for the pay of superintendents, 
and ail the civil establishments at the several navy- 
yards and stations, from $92,160 to $90,160. r. 
G. was proceeding to make some remarks upon 
the subject of mail steamers, when— 

Mr. BURT rose to a point of order, that the 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. Gerry] was not in 
order in offering remarks in regard to mail steam- 
ers in explanation of his amendment, which had 
no reference to mail steamers. 

The CHAIRMAN cannot determine in advance 
what positions the gentleman intends to take. 

Mr. BURT submitted, whether the remarks 
which had already been made by the gentleman 
were in order? I submit that the gentleman from 
Maine is proceeding to make an argument in re- 
lation to this line of steamers, which is not in or- 
der. 

The CHAIRMAN decides that the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. Gerry] is in order, and may 
proceed with his remarks. ; 

Mr. GERRY (who was indistinctly heard at 
the Reporter’s desk) was understood to say, that 
he should submit a proposition hereafter from par- 
ties who proposed to carry the mail between the 
different points of the mail service on the Pacific. 
They sake for no credit from the Government, 
they asked for no money, while at the same‘time 
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they proposed to furnish to the Government pre- 
cisely the same facilities that would be derived 
from other propositions. 

Mr. McCLERNAND rose to speak in opposi- 
tion to the amendment of the gentleman from 
Maine. He said the bill was now being consid- 
ered by paragraphs. They had not yet arrived at 


the paragraph to which the amendment of which | 


the gentleman had been speaking properly applied. 
He would suggest to gentlemen the propriety of 
waiting until they had arrived at the paragraphs 


in the bill to which their amendments would pro- | 


perly apply, when they could be offered in order. 

The question was then taken upon the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Gerry] 
to the amendment, and it was disagreed to. 

The question was then taken upon the amend- 
ment to strike out the first paragraph of the bill, 
and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, said he had an 
amendment to propose, which he believed to be 
in order. He moved the following, to come in at 
the end of the paragraph providing for the pay of 
the officers and seamen, viz: 
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| until nine o’clock the next day, when they were 
| again opened. It was on account of this excessive 
| labor that, at the last session, their salaries were 
| raised from §360 to $500. He thought this in- 


crease was just and proper, but he was opposed to 
thisamendment He saw no analogy between the 
duties of navy-yard watchmen and the duties of a 


| watchman at the Departments. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of ‘Tennessee, said he had an 


| amendment to offer to the amendment of the gen- 
| Ueman from Tennessee. He offered the following: 


** Provided, ‘That the salaries of all officers, civil, naval, 


| and military, as well as members of Congress, holding offices 
| under this Government, whence the salary is now 81,000, 


and no constitutional prohibition, from and after the first 


| day of July, 1851, shall be reduced one fifth upon the whole 
amount of salary: Provided, It does not reduce the salary 
| below $1,000, and then down to that sum.’’ 


Mr. J. said: Mr. Chairman, there has recently 
been great talk about retrenchment in the enor- 
mous expenses which are now required to carry 
on the different departments of the General Gov- 
ernment. And I think it is about time we 
should pay some attention to this matter. The 
expenses of this Government are running up to an 


“For the pay of the officers of the late Texas Navy, || enormous amount, and this subject will have 


$15,200; and the existing laws limiting the number of offli- 
cers in the Navy of the United States, are hereby so far 
modified as to authorize the President to incorporate into 
the naval service of the United States the surviving officers 
of the late Texas Navy who were duly commissioned and 
in the service of said Republic at the time of its annexation 


to the United States: Provided, ‘That the number of officers 
to be incorporated shall not exceed one captain, six lieuten- || 
ants, One surgeon, three pursers, and two masters, in the 
line of promotion: nd provided, further, That upon the 
death, resignation, or dismissal ot any of the said officers, 


the vacancies thereby created shall not be filled.” 


Mr. JONES rose to a point of order. He said || this thing of retrenc 
the eighty-first rule provided that no amendment 
could be offered to any general appropriation bill 
which was not intended to carry out an existing 
law, or which was not necessary to carry on any 


Department of the Government. He submitied 


that the appropriation provided for in this amend- 


ment was not authorized by any existing law, and 
was not necessary to carry on the Government. 


order. 
Mr. STANTON appealed from that decision. 


eighty-first rule. 
It was read, as follows: 


ment.’? 


were not ordered. 
So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 


establishment of the severa 
$92,160 to $91,160. 


the navy-yards: 
‘¢ After the word ‘ dollars,’ in the fifteenth line, add: 


to the watchmen of the several Departments.”’ 


they receive now only $1 der day. 


sideration of the committee. 


The CHAIRMAN ruled the amendment out of 


Mr. HOWARD called for the reading of the 


** No appropriation shall be reported in such general ap- || 
propriation bills, or be in order as an amendment thereto, for 
any expenditure not previously authorized by law, unless 
in continuation of appropriations for such public works and 
objects as are already in progress, and for the contingencies 
for carrying on the several Departments of the Govern- 


Mr. BAYLY, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, offered an amendment, which was 
agreed to, reducing the cme for the civil 

navy-yards, from 


** And the watchmen employed at the Washington navy- 
yard shall be paid the same amount annually which is paid 


to be discussed before the American people ere 


| long by the two great political parties of the coun- 
| try. We are, in a time of profound peace, called 


upon to appropriate between fifty and sixty mil- 

| lions of datars, to carry on the different depart- 

| ments of theGovernment. ‘This must be explained, 

| and explained satisfactorily, to the country, or 
there will be a fearful reckoning in a short time to 
come. 

The great difficulty seems to be, in beginning 

Ropers to know the proper 
point at which to start. If you should commence 
| the reform in the Navy, why it would be said that 
| that is not the place to begin. If you commence 
with the Army, why that is not the place. If you 
should commence with the civil department, it 
would be maintained that that was not the proper 
place to begin. If you commence your retrench- 
ments in a time of peace, you are told that it is not 
the proper time, for you must go on with this 
great scheme of internal improvements, or some 
other gigantic project which will require the ex- 
penditure of large sums of money. In a time of 
war, we are told that it is not the time to commence 
retrenchments. 

In the name of Heaven—in the name of the 
American people, and the Constitution of the coun- 
try, when will the time come in which it will be 

| proper to begin the work of retrenchment? I think 
we ought to begin with ourselves. If we first 
begin with the salaries of the officers of Govern- 


The question now being, ‘‘ Shall the decision of || ment, it will be a tender to the country that we 
the Chair stand as the judgment of the commit- 
tee ?’’ it was taken; and decided in the affirmative. : 

Mr. STANTON demanded tellers; but they || plausibility carry the py of retrenchment into 

t 


| intend to do something upon this subject. If we 
| begin with salaries here, then we may with more 

the appropriations for the different branches of the 
|, Government. 

The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Toomns] took 
the true position upon this subject the other day, 
and I avail myself of this occasion to thank him for 
that speech. I hope that the argument he pre- 
sented upon that eccasion will go before the coun- 


Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, then proposed | try. As far as I am concerned, I shall stand up 
the following amendment, to come in at the end to the positions he assumed in relation to this sub- 
of the appropriations for the civil establishment of |, ject; and, humble as lam, I should be glad to 


range myself under his banner and contend for 
this principle before the American people. Sooner 
or later the question must come before them. 
| ‘That gentleman took thetrue position; and what 
| was it? ‘Why, that Congress are the guardians of 


Mr. S., in explanation of his amendment, said | the moneys of the American people; and when 
that the watchmen employed in the navy-yard 
were upon duty night and day, for which he be- 
lieved their compensation was pene reemnen 


ou talk about the President and the different 
Departuneats expending money, you must know 
that they cannot expend it unless you appropriate 


his proposi- || it. The expenses of the Army alone, are some- 
tion was to raise their salaries to $500 per year, | where about $10,000,000 annually. Why are we 
being an addition to their present salaries of about | called upon to appropriate the enormous amount 
thirty-seven and a half cents per day, and making | of $10,000,000 annually for that arm of the service? 
their whole pay about $1.37} per day. It merely | Are the twenty millions which are appre riated to 
raised the salaries of these watchmen to the same 

amount which is paid to watchmen in the several | the country? I tell you this question of Govern- 
Departments. Hethought the justice of the amend- 
ment would commend itself to the favorable con- | later, for the Army and Navy are the two great 


the Army and Navy necessary to the defence of 
ment expenditures will have to come up sooner or 


arteries by which this Government will be bled to 


Mr. BAYLY said there was no analogy what- || death. It is time that these large and unnecessary 





ever between the watchmen at the navy-yard and expenditures should be arrested. 

the watchmen at the Departments. ose at the The question was then taken on Mr. Jorwn- 
Departments were on duty from three o’clock in |) son’s amendment to the amendment, and it was 
the evening, when the Departments were closed, || rejected. 
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The cuestion then recurring on Mr. Stanron’s 
amendment, it was taken, and the amendment was 
not agreed to. . 

Mr. MILLSON offered the following amend- 
ment, viz: 

«To increase the pay of the clerk of the naval constructor 
at Gosport, $250, 

Mr. M. said: This officer has been before Con- 
rress as a petitioner for two sessions. His petition 
ee been referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means; and as it was a yery small matter it seems 
to me that they could have found time to attend to 
it. If that committee had acted upon the subject, 
| should have been spared the necessity of moving 
this amendment to the bill. This increase has been 
recommended by the officers in charge of the navy- 
yerd at Gosport—recommended by the Chief of 
the Bureau of Construction, Equipment, and Re- 
paurs, and also by one of the other heads of bu- 
reaus, who is conversant with the duties appropri- 
ate to the office. I know this man to be a most 
worthy man. His salary is exceedingly small— 
entively inadequate for the duties which he is 
called upon to perform. His salary at present is 
alout $650 per annum. The committee probably 
know that Gosport is the most important navy- 
yard in the United States. There is a large 
amount of duty performed by this clerk than by 
any other sinclar officer in the country. It has 
been estimated, and I believe the statement is cor- 
rect, that this officer performs nearly twice the 
amount of duty performed by any other similar 
officer in the country. The others receive the 
saine amount of salary, although they are not re- 
quired to perform half the duties that devolve upon 
him. [make the motion in this case with the assent 
and concurrence of some of the members of the 
Committee of Waysand Means. My friend from 
‘Tennessee, [Mr. Founs.) who, as the committee | 





well know, is one of the most economical members || 


of the House, is satisfied, I believe, that the in- 
crease of salary in this case ought to be voted for. 
1 would say to the committee—and perhaps they | 
have had some opportunity of judging of my own 
economical disposition—that { would not have 
submitted this amendment if I had not been thor- 
oughly convinced -that this was an act of sheer jus- 
tice, and scarcely justice to the applicant. Sir, 
while we are economical, let us do justice to the 
sinaller, humbler officers of the Government. 
When you are squandering millions of moriey 
upon mischievous objects, let us not refuse to 
do an act of justice to a worthy and meritorious 
oflicer now receiving the scanty sum of $650, 
from which he has to support a large family. Do 
not let us at this time be so niggardly economical 
as to refuse this humble redress to a worthy offi- | 


cer. || 





Mr. JONES. I would barely state, that, in a 
conversation with the gentleman who has just 
taken his seat, I remarked to him that there ap- | 
peared to be merits in the case referred to, and | 
that if I was in favor of increasing the salary of | 
any individual, | should certainly not object to | 
his. I think that the duty of examining cases of | 


this character should be assigned to some com- | 


mittee, perhaps for each of the Departments, and 
that they should take them up at some time when | 
we have regular sessions, and when there will be 
time to investigate the whole subject thoroughly, 
and report to Congress what they think is right. 
Mr. MILLSON. Will the gentleman from | 
Tennessee (Mr. Jones) allow me to suggest, that 


if this matter has not been investigated by the | of order. He objected to debate 


committee, it was not my fault, nor the fault of the 
applicant. His case has been before the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means two sessions, and they 
will do me the justice to say that I have trequently 


and repeatedly called their attention to the case; || 


but they have not acted upon it, leaving me no 
other <heocnntive than to bri 
the House in the manner that I have done. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Mi.ison’s 
amendment, and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. HOWARD offered the following amend- 
ment to the bill: 

“The President of the United States is hereby authorized, 









_ the Chair; and upon 


taken, the tellers nepor we ayes 80, noes 37. 
t 


| to be paid out of the above appropriation.” | 


| existing law, and was therefore not in order. 


the matter before || 
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Mr. HOWARD appecied from the decision of 
e appeal he asked for tell- 

ers. 
Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Breck and || 
Sweerser were appointed; and, the question being | 


So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 


Mr. WHITE, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, offered the following amendment: 


** And for the removal of the wreck of the United States 
steam-frigate Missouri from the harbor of Gibraltar, $80,000. 
| And the Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized to con- 
| tract for the removal of said wreck with Edward R. Robin- 
| son, Or other persons, upon the plan submitted by Captain 
George W. Taylor to the Navy Department in 1849; or upon 
| such other plan as may be deemed by the Secretary more 
| economical and efficient, allowing such advances, under 
ample security, as may be deemed prudent and necessary, 


| 


Mr. HALL rose to a point of order. The | 
amendment did not provide for carrying out any | 








The CHAIRMAN ruled the amendment out of || 
order. 
Mr. WHITE said, he thought he should be 
able to show the existence of a law 

Mr. HOWARD rose toa point of order. A 
question of order was not debatable. 
The CHAIRMAN said he had already ruled || 
| the amendment out of order. 
Mr. WHITE said there was an existing law | 
authorizing the appropriation, and he felt bound | 
to appeal from the decision of the Chair. 
The question now being, ‘‘ Shall the decision of | 
the Chair stand as the judgment of the commit- 
| tee? 
Mr. WHITE demanded tellers; but they were | 
not ordered. 
The question was then taken; and the decision | 
| of the Chair was sustained. 
Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky, offered the fol- 
lowing proviso to the appropriation for the pur- | 
| chase of hemp: | 
** Provided, That the Secretary of the Navy shall here- | 
| after purchase for the use of the Navy, in open market, if it || 


| can be procured, American hemp, equal in quality to the 
| best foreign article.’ 








Mr. S. said: He would simply remark that this | 
amendment was precisely similar to one offered the 
‘last session. It provided that the Secretary of the 

Navy should purchase for the use of the Navy, 
, in open market, if it could be procured, American 
| hemp, equal in quality to the best foreign article. 
| He understood that an article was raised in this | 

country equal to the best foreign article. He did 
| not wish to make any further remarks. The 
amendment was to carry out an existing law, and | 
| he hoped it would be adopted. \| 

The question was then taken, and the amend- | 
ment was agreed to. 


Mr. BAYLY, from the Committee of Ways and 
Means, moved to insert the following: 


«That the Secretary of the Navy be directed to cause the 
wreck of the steam frigate Missouri to be removed from the | 
harbor of Gibraltar, in such mode as he shall deem expedi- | 
ent, by contract or otherwise; and that so much money be 
and hereby is appropriated out of any money in the Treas- | 
ury not otherwise appropriated, as may be necessary to de- | 
fray the expenses of removing said wreck.’’ 


The CHAIRMAN ruled the amendment out of | 
order, on the ground that the appropriation was | 
not authorized by law. 

Mr. BAYLY was proceeding to address the 
committee, when 

Mr. HOWARD (interrupting) rose to a point 


| 





March 1, 


Mr. DUER said, then there could be no doub: 





about the amendment being in order. 


The Crerx then read the law to which M; 
Bayty had referred, authorizing the Secretary 


the Navy, by the use of the naval forces, to ae 


to be removed the wreck of the steam frigate Mis. 


souri. 
Mr. BAYLY said that law authorized th 
propriation. 
he CHAIRMAN said all debate was out of 
order. 
Mr. SCHENCK said there was another law re- 


e€ ap- 


| lating to the matter. 


Cries of ‘* Order!’’ 

Mr. SCHENCK said he knew all about it, ang 
that the amendment was in order. 

Loud cries of ** Order!’ 

Tellers were then ordered, and Messrs. Tuom,s 
and Waite were appointed; and the question 
being taken, the tellers reported—ayes 74, noes 63. 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained, 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, from the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, moved to insert the fol- 
lowing item: 

‘¢ For the purchase of two suits of Wells & McGowan’, 


submarine armor,to be used on board of vessels of war, 
#4,000.°° 


Mr. BOYD raised a question of order. The item 
was not in continuation of any appropriation au- 
thorized by law. : 

The CHAIRMAN decided the amendment to 
be out of order. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, said he should 
be under the necessity of appealing from that de- 
cision. 

The question, ‘* Shall the decision of the Chair 
stand as the judgment of the Committee?’’ was 
taken, and decided in the affirmative. 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 

The next paragraph of the bill was then report- 
ed, as follows: 


‘* For ordnance and ordnance stores, and smal! arms, in- 
cluding incidental expenses, $171,200.” 


Mr. SCHENCK, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, moved to amend the paragraph by adding 


|| thereto the following: 


** And the Secretary of the Treasury and the Secreiary of 
the Navy are hereby authorized to purchase, upons.such 
terms as they may deem for the best interest of the Govern- 
ment, the patent right for manufacturing Francis’s mevallic 
boats, including all improvements which have been and 
shall be made by him, for the use of the United States: Pro- 
vided, they shall be satisfied, upon careful investigation, that 
a saving will thereby accrue to the Government: Provided, 
also, That the amount to be paid for the same shall not ex- 
ceed the sum of $50,000.” 


Mr. McGAUGHEY objected to the amend- 
ment as not being in order. 

The CHAIRMAN ruled it out of order. 

Mr. SCHENCK asked upon what ground the 
Chair had decided? 

The CHAIRMAN asked if the gentleman from 


\|| Ohio appealed from his decision? 


Mr. SCHENCK took an appeal. 
The question, ** Shall the decision of the Chair 


| stand as the judgment of the committee?’’ was 
| then taken, and theedecision of the Chair was sus- 


tained. 


Mr. KING, of New Jersey, moved to insert the 
following: 


**That so much of the appropriation made by the act of 
14th April, 1842, to carry into effect the contract made by 
Congress with Robert L. Stevens, as may be supposed to 
have passed into the surplus fund, be and the same is hereby 
reappropriated for its original purpose ; and that the Secre- 
tary of the Navy be hereby authorized and directed, after 
makiag payment to the said Stevens for all materials fur- 





Mr. BAYLY said there was a law that required 
this appropriation, and he could prove it. 
_ Mr. HOWARD called the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia to order. 
eo CHAIRMAN said all debate was out of 
| order. 


j 


nished and outlays made by him according to the provisions 
| of said contract, to continue, in his discretion, the said con- 

tract with the said Stevens, fixing a reasonable time for its 
performance ; or else, after coopers he payments as pro- 
vided herein before, to arrange with said Shisiene for the 
| discontinuance of, or putting an end to, said contract, and 
| for the cancelling and surrender of all mortgages and securi- 
| ties relating to the same; and in the latter case, to make 





Mr. BAYLY appealed from the decision. There | 
was, he said, a law authorising the appropriation. 

Cries of ‘* Order !’? ** Order!”? 

The question now being, ‘* Shall the decision of 
the Chair stand as the judgment of the committee ?”’ 

Mr. BAYLY demanded tellers on the question. 

Mr. GREEN said, before the question was taken 








by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, to incor- 


porate the officers of a fe Texas Navy into the Navy of || 
n 


the United States, if, is Opinion, they are entitled to be 
so incorporated by a fair construction of the law annexing 
‘Texas to the United States.”’ 


The CHAIRMAN ruled the amendment out 


of order. 


he desired to have the law read. If there was | 


such a law, it was the duty of Congress to carry it | 
| out. 
__ Mr. DUER asked the gentleman if there was a | 
| law passed authorizing this appropriation ? 


r. BAYLY said there was. 





compensation to said Stevens by the payment to him, out of 
said a tion, ofa sum of money not exceeding $75,000, 
according to such award as may be made by a commission 
to be appointed for the purpose of determining the amount 
eee eee abana en Comte OF ee to be se- 
lected by the Secretary of the Navy, and of one person to be 
selected by said Stevens; and, in case of their disagree- 
ment, of an umpire, to be the two commissioners 
disagreeing; and the award of commission shall be 
) final and conclusive between the parties.’* 


1 Mr. HALL rose toa question of order. The 


/ amendment was clearly out of order. It was noth- 
ing nor less than a private claim. 

‘a e CHAIRMAN ruled the amendment out of 
order. 





1851. 


Mr. KING appealed from that decision. 

Mr. CAR R moved that the mover of that 
amendment be allowed three hours to explain it. 

The CHAIRMAN said all debate was out of 


order. 


Mr. DUER called for the reading of the amend- 
net, STEPHENS, of Georgia, objected to the 
reading of the amendment. It had been read once, 
and he thought that was sufficient. ' 

The question now being, *‘ Shall the decision of 
the Chair stand as the judgment of the commit- 


tees 

Mr. KING demanded tellers, but they were not 
ordered. hes 

The question was then taken, and the decision 
of the Chair was sustained. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, moved to insert 
the following: 

« And for the purpose of fully testing the results of ex- 
periments made by the Bureau of Ordnance and Hydrog- 
raphy, in reference to the efficiency of heavy ordnance, 
the President is hereby authorized to cause a vessel to be 
built upon the most approved model, and to be armed with 
the most effective ordnance which it is possible to serve 
with safety on board ship at sea; and for this purpose the 
sum of $25,000, with any unexpended balances on hand 
under construction and repairs, is hereby appropriated out 
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 
And the President shall have power, when, in his judg- 
ment, the public interest will be thereby promoted, to cause 
any vessel of the Navy requiring expensive repairs, from 
decay or other causes, to be sold instead of repaired, and to 
apply the proceeds thereof towards building other vessels of 
improved model and with heavy guns, or to place the pro- 
ceeds of such sale in the Treasury, communicating to Con- 
gress from time to time a full and accurate account of the 
sums so received, and of the disposition made thereof: 
Provided, That in all vessels hereafter to be built for the 
Navy, white oak and other cheap timber shall be substituted 
for live oak, as far as may be consistent with strength of 
bull and economy of the public money.”’ 

Mr. McGAUGHEY objected to the amendment 
as out of order. 

The CHAIRMAN decided the amendment to 
be out of order. 


Mr. HAYMOND moved to insert a proviso 
after the appropriation for ordnance and ordnance 
stores, VIZ: 


“ Provided, That the salaries of the clerks of the Bureau 
of Ordnance and Hydrography shall be the same as those 
allowed the clerks of the Bureau of Provisions and Cloth- 
ing.”” 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, objected to the 
amendment as out of order. 


The CHAIRMAN so decided. 

The following paragraph was then read, viz: 

‘For metereological observations to be conducted under 
the direction of the Secretary of the Navy, $2,000. 

“ Provided, That the officer charged with the experiments 
in gunnery at Washington shall hereafter receive the com- 
pensation of a commander at sea.”’ 

Mr. PHELPS moved to strike from the above 
paragraph the proviso. He said he had no dispo- 
sition to take up a moment of time; but it seemed 
tohim that there was no analogy between the of- 
ficer mentioned in this clause of the bill and acom- 
mander at sea. He was stationed at the armory 
in this city. His duties were not arduous, and he 
thought $1,500 per annum was a sufficient salary, 
which he believed was about the pay ofa lieutenant. 
He did not see any cause for raising it $1,000, or 
any reason why he should be placed on the same 
footing with a commander at sea. 

Mr. GREEN said he felt bound to say, that, 
although it was well known that he (Mr. G.) would 
notadvocate extravagance in any service whatever, 
yet he believed this increase of salary ought to be 
made. It had been recommended by the Secretary 
of War and the Secretary of the Navy. He was 
in the habit of managing heavy ordnance. His 
labor was very severe, and it was right that the 
Government should pay him for it. Hehad made 
improvements in the efficiency of ordnance, more 
than enough to warrant the increase of compensa- 
tion which it was proposed to give him. It was 
only an act of justice, a simple act of justice, and 
he hoped the committee would not refuse it. 

_ Mr. BOWLIN said he had been informed that 
if this amendment were adopted it would raise his 
salary $2,500. He moved to strike out the words 
“compensation of a commander,” and insert 
‘* $2,500” in lieu thereof. He wanted to have a spe- 
cific amount, so that the committee could know 
what they were giving. If the officer deserved a 
higher salary he should not object to giving it to 
him, but he wanted to give some specific amount. 
Mr. BAYLY said he was opposed to the amend- 


further debate was in order. 


amendment. 





cers were paid for doing nothing. They were 





“wait until he had time to explain them. 
Mr. GREEN again called the gentleman from || 
Tennessee to order. He must confine himself to | 
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ment of the gentleman from Missouri (Mr. Puexrs} || 


to strike out this proviso. He believed this in- 
crease was well deserved. It was well known that | 
that officer had rendered a valuable service to the 
Government by an improvement in the ordnance. 
The Secretary of the Navy had recommended that | 
his salary be increased to that of a ccmmander of | 
a vessel. This had been recommenied by three | 
Secretaries of the Navy. Commodore Warrington 
had also recommended an increase in his salary. | 
The amount he was receiving was not sufficient 
to support his family here. ‘He was a very meri- | 
torious officer, and he (Mr. B.) hoped this provis- | 
ion would not be stricken out. It was but an 
act of justice. He had made many very import- | 
ant discoveries, for which hé might have taken | 
out a patent and compelled the Government to 
purchase it at an enormous expense, or to be de- 
rived of his valuable discoveries. But this he 
ad refused to do, and now it was not showing a | 


Fr er spirit of liberality towards him to with- | 


old this little compensation. He hoped this pro- | 
viso would not be striken out. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, was proceed- | 


~~ make some remarks when— 


he CHAIRMAN (interrupting him) said no 


The question was then taken upon Mr. Bow- | 


LIN’s amendment to the amendment, and it was 


not agreed to. 
The question then recurred upon Mr. Puetrs’s | 


Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, moved to strike | 
out the word ‘* commander” and insert ‘‘ captain.”’ | 
He said he believed this amendment to be strictly 
in order and germane to the subject. But his |, 
principal object in offering it was to add his testi- | 
mony to that of the gentleman from veo [Mr. | 
aa regard to the merit of this officer. He | 
knew that officer had rendered important service 
to the Government. It was of sufficient conse- | 


quence as to entitle him, in the judgment of the | 
S 


ecretary of the Navy, in the judgment of the 
Bureau of Ordnance, and of every other Depart- 
ment, to all the compensation provided for in this | 
section of the bill. He had rendered very im- 
portant service to the Government. He had made | 


discoveries by means of which a revolution in our 


whole Navy had been brought about. He (Mr. | 
S.) had proposed an amendment the other day, 
which the House so unceremoniously ruled out of 
order, containing this provision. He hoped, in || 
view of all these circumstances, the committee 
would allow him this little compensation. It was | 
the least they could do for him, and he was sure 
that if the circumstances of the case were well | 
understood no one would hesitate for a moment to | 
grant it. 

Mr. S. now asked leave to withdraw his amend- | 
ment. 

Mr. CARTTER objected. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, in opposition | 
to the amendment, said it seemed that there had, 
of late, been a new principle introduced, upon 
which the salaries of Government officers were | 
paid. It seemed the salaries of most of the offi- | 


paid merely because they were officers, not for the 
service they had rendered the Government. And | 
when an officer had done any service, he must re- || 
ceive additional pay—he must have an extra al- | 
lowance. He thought this was all wrong. This 
officer was employed by the Government, and the | 
Government was entitled to his full service. It | 
was entitled to all his efforts. He had no right to | 
come here for extra allowance. There were some | 
very scientific members of Congress here, who | 
ail learned how to repeat a few technical terms, | 
and then come here and make a great display of | 
learning. | 
Mr. GREEN called the gentleman from Ten- || 
nessee to order. 
Mr. JOHNSON said he was in order. If the | 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Green] could not | 
see the application of his remarks, he (Mr. J4 | 
was not responsible for his obtuseness. He should |) 


the subject under consideration. 
The CHAIRMAN said the gentleman must | 
confine himself to the amendment under consid- | 
eration. 
Mr. JOHNSON said the proposition now be- |, 


+ the Reporter. 








fore the committee was, to increase the salary of 
an officer because he had shown some exiraordi- 


| nary skill in his business. He had made some 


discoveries in the science of hydraulics, or some 


| other science. They did not think at the Depart- 


ment that the matter came legitimately under their 
jurisdiction, so they sent him here to Congress. 

The CHAIRMAN said the gentleman’s time 
had expired. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, by unanimous 
consent, withdrew his amendment. 

The question then recurred upon the amendment 
of the gentleman from Missouri, (Mr. pamoee 

Mr. PHELPS asked if it would be in order for 
him to move an amendment to the amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN said it would not; but the 
gentleman could modify his own amendment, but 
could not speak to it. 

Mr. PHELPS asked why it was not in order? 
The CHAIRMAN said it had been repeated! 
ruled that a gentleman might modify his Sea 
ment, but he could not move an amendment to his 
own amendment. The pending amendment was 
offered by the gentleman from Missouri, and he 
therefore could not now offer an amendment to 


|| that amendment. 


The question was then taken upon Mr. 
Puevps’s amendment, and it was not agreed to. 


Mr. PARKER proposed the following amend- 


|| ment: 


‘* And provided, further, That the two officers employed 
in the preparation of aa ordnance code or manual, and also 
in the arrangement and classification of the various articles 
whicb enter into and become equipments of a vessel of war, 
be each allowed an increase of pay corresponding to that 
which, by the preceding proviso, is allowed to the officer 
therein mentioned.’’ 

Mr. JONES said he wished to move to strike 
out the remainder of the ar last under con- 
sideration, before the committee had passed by it. 

The CHAIRMAN said the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. Parker] was entitled to the floor. 

Mr. JONES moved to strike out from the para- 
graph above, the following: 


** For metereological observations, to be conducted under 


_ the direction of the Secretary of the Navy, $2,000.”" 


The CHAIRMAN said the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. Parker] had moved an amendment 
to the paragraph which the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. Teemmal proposed to strike out. It 
would be in order to make that motion after the 
amendment was disposed of. 

Mr. PARKER said that he held in his hands a 
letter from the Bureau of Ordnance, which he 
wished to have read. 

[The letter was read, stating that the amount of 
compensation paid to the officers referred to in the 
amendment, was wholly inadequate to the amount 
of labor performed by them, wu recommending an 
increase in their salaries. } 

Mr. HALL rose to a question of order. He 
understood that this proposition was to increase 


| the salaries of officers now fixed by law, and, 
| therefore, was in violation of the eighty-first rule, 


which prescribes that no amendment shall be made 
containing an appropriation which is not author- 


| ized by existing laws. 


The CHAIRMAN decided the amendment to 
be out of order. 

Mr. PARKER appealed from that decision. 

The question, ‘* Shall the decision of the Chair 
stand as the judgment of the committee?’ was 
taken, and the decision of the Chair was sus- 
tained. 

Mr. McDONALD proposed the following 
amendment to the same section: 

“ Provided, That all officers discharging a like grade of 
sérvices, shall be entitled to the same pay.”’ 

Mr. BAYLY rose to a point of order. He 
thought the amendment was clearly out of order. 
- The CHAIRMAN so decided. 

Mr. JONES renewed his motion to strike out 
the following: 


«“ For meteorological observations, to be conducted under 
the Secretary of the Navy, $2,000.” 


Mr. PHELPS said he should move to strike 
out the whole paragraph, so as to include the pro- 
viso which he had nalone panpoeen to strike out. 

Mr. JONES then modified his amendment so 
as to strike out the whole paragraph. 

Mr. HOLMES made some remarks in on 


Osi- 
tion to the amendment, which were inaudi 


e to 


Mr. VINTON stated that the proviso to the 


a 


8 
Res 
BS 
thea 
+ tee 
fs 
bay 
tie 


—— 






















































iy - 
ferent: bom ve 
eee 


f 


ee 


ak pear ann ta 
Raat) ant 
































762 
| 

paragraph now under consideration was a clerical 
error, and ought to belong to the preceding para- 
graph of the bill. Ele moved to strike it out and 
attach it to the preceding paragraph. ‘The follow- | 
ing is the proviso: 

“Provided, That the officer charged with the experiments 
in gunnery atthe navy-yard at Washington shall hereafter 
receive the compensation of a commander atsea.’’ 

The following is the paragraph to which it is 
intended to apply: 

‘* For ordnance and ordnance stores, and small arms, 
including incidental expenses, $171 ,200.”’ 

By mistake the proviso was appended to the | 
following: 

‘* For meteorological observations, to be conducted under 
the direction of the Secretary of the Navy, $2,000.”’ 

Mr. CARTTER wished to perfect the proviso, | 
before the question was taken on striking it out. | 

The CHAIRMAN said that the motion of the | 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Vinton] was out of | 
| 


order at this time. 

Mr. BAYLY raised the point of order, that 
being a clerical error, he had a right to correct it | 
without a motion, 

The CHAIRMAN overruled the point of order. 

Mr. VINTON said that he would move to trans- 
pose the proviso so as to make it apply to the para- | 
graph of the bill preceding the one now under | 
consideration. 

Mr. BAYLY said that he had corrected hun- | 
dreds of typographical errors without a vote. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Vinron’s 
motion to transpose, and it was agreed to. 

Mr. CARTTER obtained the floor. 

Mr. PHELPS raised the point of order, that the 
committee must now recur to the preceding para- 
graph, to which they had added the proviso. 

The CHAIRMAN said that he would entertain 
a motion to amend that paragraph. 

Mr. CARTTER said that he believed he had 
the floor. 

Mr. PHELPS rose to a question of order. He 
wished to know which paragraph was now under 
consideration ? 

Mr. CARTTER. The gentleman will find out 
what is under consideration when | submit my 
motion 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio 
will submit his motion. 

Mr. CARTTER moved to amend the clause | 
providing that the officer charged with the experi- | 
ments in gunnery at the navy-yard at Washing- 
ton shall hereafter receive the compensation of a 
commander at sea, so as to read, ‘* shall hereafter 
receive the pay of a private.”’ 

Mr. ©. said he did not wish to cast any reflec- 
tion upon officers that were worthy men. There 
were enough of them of an indifferent character | 
without depriving those who had merits of those 
that they had got. But the object of this proviso 
seemed to be to raise the standard of men of this | 
class of officers with a view of fixing a thermom- | 
eter by which the same pay might be hereafter | 
accorded to the rest. The chairman of the Com- | 
mittee on Naval Affairs had uttered the sentiment | 
that officers of this class would revolutionize the | 
Navy. God grant that they might. If there was | 
any Sones of the service that needed such a rev- 
olution, it was the Navy. The chairman of the | 
Committee on Naval Affairs had himself allowed | 
that assumption, from the very expression that he | 
had made use of. It did need a revolution—the pay 
of the officers needed cutting down. It needed a rev- 
olution to render it a more efficient branch of the 
service—-to make it an efficient and responsible | 
marine corps. He was afraid that the policy of | 
raising salaries would not revolutionize the Navy. | 
They had got too encumbered with the steam | 
marine to do it. And he would say to those gen- 
tleman who represented the commercial interests 
of the country, as soon as they would lay their | 
hands upon the idle and unproductive investments 
made upon this dead carcass of the Navy, he 
would go with them to vitalize it in the steam ser- 
vice. This he (Mr. C.) was satisfied was the 
only means by which this arm of the national de- 
fence, as it was miscalled, could be rendered 


Mr. TOOMBS was opposed to the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr, Carr- 
rer.] The officer whose salary it was proposed || 
to fix at that of a commander at sea, was one of |! 
high scientific acquirements, and had under his | 
control important and critical experiments, and |, 


| 
| 
really serviceable to the Republic. 


THE 


| responsible as any in the Department, and required 


|| have doubtless seen an engine w 
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although he was no friend of extravagance, as the 
gentleman from Ohio must well know, yet he was 
not for paying the responsible and meritorious 
officers of Government insufficient and stinted 
recompense. This officer held a post that was as 


qualifications of a high order. 

The question was then taken on Mr. CartTer’s 
amendment, and decided in the negative. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, moved to insert 
in the bill, after line 35, the following: 

“For completing the experiments how in progress, au- 
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| tion is regarded as one of the very highest jm. 
| portance. 

These conical ventilators, it is thought, would he 
shennrey useful in the service, and it is in orde, 
| to secure the right to its free use that its purchase 
_is proposed. A majority of the Committee o¢ 


|| Ways and Means have been so well convinced of 


the advantages of securing this patent, that they 
had consented to put it in the naval appropriation 
| bill. 
| Mr. HALL moved to amend the paragraph } 

| striking out $10,000 and inserting one cent, y 





thorized by law, under the direction of Professor Charles 
G. Page, fer ascertaining the availability and economy of 
electro-magnetic power as a substitute for steam, the same 


$4,000." 


Mr S. said: I presume the object and effect of || 


that amendment is very well understood by every 
gentleman on this floor. It is known that Dr. 
Page has been for some time successfully experi- 
menting upon this subject. ener Seren ere 

i ich he has con- 
structed, and have witnessed the wonderful appli- 
cation of electro-magnetic power for this purpose. 
A large amount of money (some $30,006) has been 


expended, and he has now a railroad nearly com- || 
plete, and he has been expecting to complete it, so | 
as to have it in readiness to exhibit the power of 


the engine to members of Congress before they 
leave. 1 understand that the appropriation is ex- 
hausted,-or nearly so, and the small sum asked 
for in this amendment will be amply sufficient to 
complete the whole, and test it, so as to show 


| whether anything is to result from itor not. I 


believe, myself, that the experiment will be suc- 
cessful. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. Ido hope that 
the House will not make this appropriation for 


| Professor Page. It is but a short time since we 


raised his salary as one of the Examiners of the 
Patent Office. Well, he is a lecturer, too, to some 


_ extent, and I will not undertake to say from how 


many other sources he draws revenue. But one 
thing is very certain: he gets a high salary from 
the Government now for his services in the Patent 


| Office, and it seems to me that the Government is 
entitled to his time and services. If he is making | 
experiments and improvements that will be profit- | 


able to himself and to the country, he ought to 


come out of the Patent Office. But instead of this, | 
he remains in the pay of the Government, and || 


comes here and asks us to make additional appro- 
priations, that he may make experiments, phish 
in the end will probably result in nothing, as a 
great many experiments of this sort do. These 
may be important experiments to the country, but 
let him quit the Patent Office, come forward with 
his improvement, and if it is worth anything, 
why the country can pay him for it; but if it is 
worth nothing, it should go the way most of these 
experiments go. 
“he question was taken on Mr. Sranron’s 
amendment, and it was not agreed to. 
Mr. McDONALD offered the following amend- 


ment, to come in after the paragraph providing | 
| for the pay of the officer in charge of the gunnery at 


the navy-yard at Washington: 


* Provided, That all officers discharging a like grade of 
service, shall be entitled to the same pay.”? 


Mr. HALL raised a point of order. The com- | 


mittee had repeatedly that morning ruled similar 
amendments out of order. 
The CHAIRMAN decided that the amendment 


was out of order. 


The next paragraph in the bill was read, as fol- 
lows: 

** For the purchase from Professor Espy, for the free use 
by the United States, of his Conical Ventilator, and for all 
improvements he may hereafter make thereto, ten thousand 
dollars: Provided, No part of this appropriation shall be 
paid to said Espy till he shall have conveyed to the United 
States the free use of said invention and of all improve- 
ments he may hereafter make thereto, and shall also dis- 
charge all claim agaitist the United States for the use made 

y Government of the same.”’ 


Mr. CARTTER proposed to amend the para- 


ter. 
he CHAIRMAN decided the amendment ‘to 

be out of order. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, moved to strike 
out the paragra h altogether. 

Mr. SCHENCK said: I am opposed to striking 
out this paragraph. From numerous testimonials 
of the officers of the Navy I find that this inven- 


graph so as to read comical ventilator. [Laugh-: 


| 

|| Mr. H. said: [am eppecee to this proposition 
| ° . 
not because I do not believe that the ventilato, 


I do not think that Government ought to purchase 
patent-rights in this way. If they are useful, wh 
| cannot we, as private individual purchasers @¢ 
_go into the market and purchase the articles w, 
| require?) Why should we give $10,000, when jy 
/a few years, perhaps, the patent may be worthless? 
_ With the continued improvements that are going 
on, who can tell but that in a few years our most 
| brilliant and useful discoveries may be wholly dis. 
| carded for more recent and better patents. ‘Cop- 
gress has spent too much money in this way. |; 
1s quite right that the patentee should derive ali 
| the benefit that he can from the invention that he 
has made; at the same time it appears to me that 
| we are paying more dearly than we need. This 
| very patent may be improved on or superseded by 
| a better arrangement. I think, therefore, that this 
ow of buying patent rights is not one that 
should be encouraged. 

Mr. STANTON. Iam opposed to the amend- 
| ment. Fora long time Government has been ap- 
os the property of its citizens without 
| 


| 
i} 
it 
. 1} > 
to be under the supervision of the Secretary of the Navy, | would be serviceable to Government, but because 
| 


| 
| 
| 
| 





recompense, a thing that appears to me to be most 
unjust. This very patent, the advantages of which 
have been secured to Professor Espy by patent- 
law, has been appropriated by Government, and it 
is now proposed to recompense him for that ser- 
| vice. 
|. Mr. HALL. Has he not already been paid 
for it? 

Mr. STANTON. Nota cent has he received. 

Mr. JONES. Has he not requested Govern- 
ment to use his invention, having his own especial 
_ benefit in view? 

Mr.STANTON. Iam not aware of any such 
fact. It is true that Government has enjoyed the 
' advantages of the invention, and has not returned 

one cent compensation for it. I think that some 
| return ought to be made. In the case of an indi- 
vidual, he could recover the amount to which he 
was entitled; but it is not so easy to get the amount 
from Government. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Hat’s 
amendment, and decided in the negative. 

So the amendment was rejected. 


The question recurred on striking out the sec- 
tion. 

Mr. HALL called for tellers; which were or- 
dered, and Messrs. Levin and Tuomas were ap- 
pointed; and the question being taken, the tellers 
reported—ayes 83, noes 40. 

So the amendment was agreed to and the para- 
graph stricken out. 


Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, moved to insert 
after line twenty-six, the following: 


*¢ And the Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized to 
purchase the right to use and cause to be applied to all the 
steamers belonging to the United States, and hereafter to be 
| constructed, Joseph P. Pirsson’s patent surface condenser 
for supplying the boilers of marine engines with fresh wa- 
ter; and to pay to the owner or owners thereof, out of the 
appropriations for the Navy, a sum equal to one half of the 
actual savings caused by the said patent condenser in the 
expense of keeping the war-steamers now belonging to the 
United States, and which may hereafter be constructed 
during the lifetime of said patent, in active service five 
years, and in the preservation of her machinery. The 
value of the saving effected by the use of said patent con- 
denser to be ascertained by a board of three competent 
engineers of the United States Navy, to be appointed by the 
Secretary of the Navy as soon after the of this act 
as possible: Provided, however, That the board appointed 
by the Secretary of the Navy under the act of the last ses- 
sion of Congress, shall decide Pirsson’s condenser to be bet- 
ter than any other invention of the kind.”’ 


Mr. JONES raised the point of order, that the 
amendment was in violation of the eighty-first 
‘rule. It was to buy a patent, and was not re- 
| quired in order to carry on any Department of the 
Gendiuaiints ; . 

The CHAIRMAN sustained the point of order, 
and ruled the amendment out of order. 
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Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, appealed: and | 
The question being taken, ** Shall the decision i 
of the Chair stand as the judgment of the commit- 
yee??? it was decided in the affirmative. 
* go the decision of the Chair was sustained. 
Mr. JONES moved to strike out the following 
paragraph : 
* « And the superintendent of the Naval Astronomical Ex- 


yedition in Chili, directed by the act of the third of August, 


"ose ghall receive the same amount of salary as is allowed 


io the superintendent of the Naval Observatory at Wash- 
ington city, while he has been or may be in charge of that 
expedition.”” 5% 

Mr. J. said: That, sir, is another of these in- 
-reased compensations. In 1848 Congress di- 
-ected the Secretary of the Treasury to send some 

acer of the Navy, not below the grade of a lieu- 
nant, to Chilito make some astronomical observ- 
ations. He dispatched a lieutenant of the Navy, | 
whose salary is $1,500. ‘This provision is to give | 
1 that lieutenant of the Navy the same compensa- | 
son as the officer in charge of the Observatory in | 
this city. That compensation is $3,000, and by 
this provision, as it now stands in the bill, you in- 
crease the salary of this lieutenant who has been 
sent on this duty from $1,500 to $3,000. 

Mr. HARALSON said: It is known to the 
House that I am never in the habit of unnecessa- 
rly consuming its time on any subject; but it so 
happens that this is a subject on which I happen 
to have a little information, and I shall therefore | 
iespass for a short time on their attention. Iam | 
as much disposed to economize the time of the 
House as any gentleman here; but when an act of 
injustice is proposed to be done to a scientific offi- 
cer in your service, when the amount which he 
now receives is hardly adequate to the support of | 
himself, much less of the support of his family, I | 
feel that 1 am called upon to raise my voice for 
that justice which is attempted to be withheld from 
him. Itis true that the superintendent of the as- 
tronomical expedition in Chili is a lieutenant in | 
the Navy, and receives in that capacity the usual | 
salary $1,500; but he has been detached upon this 
service under a law passed by Congress, sent away 
from his family into a foreign land, and necessarily 
has to expend a large sum of money over and 
above what he would expend if he was at home 
with his family. He receives the same amount of | 
money that is paid to a lieutenant in the Navy || 
waiting orders, but he has to sustain the expenses | 
of living abroad and maintaining the character of 
the science of your country. He is not an ordina- | 
ry lieutenant in your Navy, but is one who stands 
high in his profession, and has placed himself | 
nearly at the head of the scientific grade. I hap- 
pen to know these things more by accident than 
by anything else. I know that the amount which 
he now receives from Government 1s a mere pit- 
tance for the support of himself, much less for the 
support of an interesting family, who reside in this 
aty, and with whom it has been my good fortune 
to become acquainted. I am opposed to increas- 
ing the pay of officers of the Navy; but when a 
man is sent on an important scientific expedition 
of this kind, in obedience to a law of Congress and 
by the order of his superiors, it is but just that | 
you should pay him a sum of money adequate to 
his support and to the service which he renders to | 
the country. | 

Sir, it is only proposed by this section that he 
shall be put on the same footing, as respects salary, 
as the superintendent of the Observatory in the 
city of Washington; but you do not by that means 
equalize his pay, as the superintendent in this city 
is furnished with a dwelling and all the comforts 
of life. Task, when the services of this officer are 
ss valuable as those of the superintendent of the 
Voservatory in this city, where is the justice —— 

(Here the hammer fell} 

Mr. HILLIARD moved to strike out the words 
“the same amount of salary as is allowed to the 
superintendent of the Naval Observatory at Wash- 
ington city,”? and insert $3,000. 

Mr. H: said: Mr. Chairman, I agree entirely in | 
the remarks that have been made by the gentleman 
‘rom Georgia, [Mr. Haratson.] It is my good 
‘ortune to know Lieutenant Gillis personally, and 
I can speak to his high merits as an officer. We 
‘ave sent him to the southern hemisphere to per- 
‘orm duties requiring abilities, education, and talents 
‘Tahigh order. It is a service entirely out of the 
regular line of his duty. You have separated 
‘im from his friends, you have sent him from his 
‘ssociates in the Navy, and in that way in some 
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degree debarred him from a prospect of promotion, 
to perform a specific duty. And you simply pro- 


pose to increase his salary in such a way as shall | 
| enable him to support the increased expenditure 


attendant upon his position, and the fact that he 
has a family here, and is thus compelled to main- 
tain two establishments. You have sent him on 
a mission that renders it necessary that he should 
maintain, in some degree, the character of your 
Government, and this you can hardly expect him 
to accomplish with the simple pay of a lieutenant. 
I hope, therefore, that my amendment will be 
adopted, which is, in fact, substantially the prop- 
osition of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
though worded in a more intelligible manner. 

Mr. STANTON said: I oppose the amendment; 
and I do so because [ am in favor of keeping the 
proposition as originally proposed. 
all that the gentlemen from Alabama [Mr. Hu- 
LARD] has said, and I merely wish to make one 


additional remark. Lieutenant Gillis is in a foreign | 


country, at the head of a very important expedi- 
tion, in which capacity he must to some extent 
support the dignity of the nation. He is doubtless 
under the necessity of seeing strangers, and to 
some extent of entertaining them. How can we 
expect an officer of ours, at a salary of $1,500, to 
do this? 

Mr. EVANS inquired what had been the results 
of the expedition? 

Mr. STANTON stated that the Chilian Gov- 


ernment was so pleased withthe results, that they | 
had made application to the officers in charge of | 


LOBE. 





I agree with | 


the expedition, to learn the science of astrono- | 


my. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Hiturarp’s 
amendment, and was decided in the negative. 

Mr. STRONG moved to strike out the words: 
‘**the same amount of salary as is allowed to the 
superintendent of the Naval Observatory at Wash- 
ington city,’’ and insert $2,500. 

Mr. S. said: I offer this amendment for the pur- 
pose of saying that this mode of drawing bills | do 
object to. It seems to be getting a practice, when 
itis desired to increase the pay of an officer, to 
use this sort of diszuise, and to give at the same 
moment a sort of reason why the increase should 
be made. ‘* The same pay as is received by,” 


&c., seems to be intended to say: “If this officer | 
receives a certain pay, so ought the one we pro- | 


pose to give increased remuneration to. Ido not 
say that it is purposely intended to disguise what 
the real pay is intended to be, but such is the prac- 
tical effect. Why not say $3,000 at once, and 
then every one could understand it at once, and it 
could be judged of by its real merits. As it stands 
in the bill now, no one could tell what was the 
salary proposed, for I do not believe that there 
are twenty gentlemen here who can tell what the 
superintendent of the Naval Observatory at Wash- 
ington city does receive. Of course the amount 
was well known to members of the Committee of 
Ways and Means, but out of that committee there 
are few gentlemen that have opportunities of know- 
ing these things. 

Mr. HOLMES opposed the amendment. Two 
or three years ago, the Government had _ been re- 
quested by the scientific corps of other nations to 
make these observations, at the same time that 
certain observations were also being made at the 


Cape of Géod Hope and at the Royal Observa- | 


tory at Greenwich; and Government had sent out 
this expedition to Chili; and an expedition of this 


kind must be headed by an officer of experience || 


and high attainments in astronomical information. 
The object was an important one, and if they de- 
sired it accomplished, and to do honor to their 
scientific knowledge, they would increase the re- 
muneration made to the officer in charge, who had 
written home to say, tMat he must either return or 
be better supported in the performance of his du- 
ties. If his salary were not raised, one of two 


must be made a debtor, the slave of the creditor. 
Then send the money that he required. 


Mr. BAYLY moved to amend the amendment | 


by inserting a eoteee 99°’ in lieu of ** $3,000.”’ 
Mr. B. said: My friend from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Srrone] seems to be somewhat displeased 
that the Committee of Ways and Means have 
employed the sort of phraseology that is used in 
this section. Well, there is no ambiguity about 
it. There is no uncertainty about it. There is 
nothing easier than to find out what this officer 


i 
| 
| 
| 
i 


things must happen: either he must return, or he |, The 
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| receives, and then you will ascertain what we are 
appropriating. But the gentleman will inquire, 
no doubt, ** Why not name the sum? Why em- 
| ploy this phraseology ?”’ Why, sir, for the plain- 
| est reason on the face of the earth. We wanted 
that the section should speak for itself, and that 
| in increasing the salary of this officer, the section 
| should show that we are only placing him on the 
same footing as another officer performing similar 
duties. 
Mr. STRONG. I have but a word to say in 
regard to this matter and in opposition to the 
amendment, I did not accuse the Committee of 
| Ways and Means of any disposition to deceive or 
mislead the House. I trust that I am above any 
| such charge against the committee or against the 
gentleman individually. But I did say that the 
tendency of such phraseology as was introduced 
in this bill was to mislead the House; and no one 
knows better than the chairman of the Committee 
of Ways and Means tl.at a large majority of this 
House do not know and cannot know, without 
taking time that they must devote to other busi- 
ness, what the salaries of these various officers 
are, or what is the salary of the superintend- 
ent of the Naval Observatory at Washington. It 
does seem to me that in legislation the object should 
| be to state in the shortest and most intelligible 
| form, precisely what is intended by the legislators, 
and that might have been done by inserting the 
| sum here. But the gentleman desired that in draw 
ing the bill the fact should be stated that the ren- 
son for raising this salary was to make it equal to 
the salary of the superintendent of the Naval Ob- 
servatory at Washington, whose services are of 
| the same grade. Why not, chen, insert the sum 
and add, ** that being the salary of the superintend- 


|| ent of the Naval Observatory at Washington.”’ | 


say that this sort of phraseology is calculated, 
though not intended, to mislead the House, and 
that we are called upon in this instance to vote in 
the dark, without knowing what we are voting 
for. 

Mr. BURT. Will the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. STRONG yielded the floor for that pur- 
ose. 

Mr. BURT. I do not understand that either the 
Committee of Ways and Means or the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania have yet stated what is the 
salary of the superintendent of the Observatory at 


Washington. wish to know what it is? 
Mr. STRONG. I donot know. I have never 
heard. 


Mr. TOOMBS. It is $3,000. 

Mr. STRONG. With regard to this matter, 
so far as Lknow,I cannot say. [have no inform- 
ation, or means of obtaining it, at my disposal, by 
which I could say it was either $5,000 or $20,000- 
I am told that it is $3,000, but that is all I know 
about it. Probably there are not twenty men in 
this body that of their own knowledge know the 
amount of this officer’s salary. The members of 
the Committee of Ways and Means, and other 
gentlemen who have examined into this subject, 
| of course must be expected to know. I have no 

doubt that the sum it is intended Lieutenant Gillis 
should receive is $3,000; then why not so express 
| it? 
Mr. BAYLY, by unanimous consent, withdrew 
| his amendment. 


|| The question was then taken on Mr. Strrone’s 


| amendment, and it was rejected. 
The question was then taken on striking out 
| the paragraph, and it was disagreed to. 
Mr. JONES offered the following proviso, to 
| come in after the paragraph: 
| Provided, That the pay and emoluments of said officer 
| shall not exceed in any one year $3,000.” 
Cries of ‘* Agreed!’ “‘*agreed!”’ 
The proviso was then adopted. 

Sala of half past three having arrived, the 
committee took a recess until six o’clock. 





} EVENING SESSION. 
At six o’clock the committee resumed its ses- 
sion, (Mr. Ricuarpson in the chair.) 
Mr. McCLERNAND thought that a call of the 
| House would probably expedite business. He 
therefore moved that the committee rise, with the 
view of having a call. 
| The question was taken, and the motion was 
| not agreed to. 
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Mr. TOOMBS moved to strike out the follow- | arrange their own bills from their acquaintance 


ing: 

«< For outstanding liahilities incurred in consequence of 
the deficiency of former appropriations on account of nau- 
tica! books, maps, and charts, required for the use of the 
Navy, eight thousand seven hundred and twenty-five dol- 
lars.’ 

Mr. T. said; At the last session of Congress 
we had before us appropriations for the same ob- 
jects of $4,500. An estimate was presented of a 
much larger sum, but the committee struck it 
down, and these persons have just gone on and 
done what they pleased. Now if Congress allows 
an appropriation for a large amount of maps, 
books and charts, and allows them to spend as 
much money as they please for these objects, we 
might just as well give up this business of making 
appropriations for these purposes at all. 
you put your foot down, the Department will go 
on to expend, and call upon you to supply deficien- 
cies whenever they please. 

Mr. EVANS was opposed to all deficiencies. 
He thought, however, , ‘looking at this subject, 
that it would be found that the number of maps 
and charts which were provided at the last session 
of Congress. were insufficient for the good of the 
service, and that the service really required an 
additional number. 

Mr. TOOMBS (interrupting) inquired if this 
item of deficiency was not presented to Congress 
without one word of explanation from the head 
or foot of any bureau ? 

Mr. EVANS. That may be the case; but he 
had been told that the amount of appropriation at 
the last session of Congress for the purchase of 
maps and charts was entirely insufficient for that 
se ose. 


would be? 
Mr. EVANS said he could not answer the 








Unless | 


r, TOOMBS inquired what the right sum | 
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with the wants of the Navy. Such details were | 


| unfortunately left with the Committee of Ways || New Jersey (Mr. Kine] had given in 


March ], 


sss ew 
‘| Mr. TOOMBS said he opposed the amendmen 





| for the very reason which the gentleman from 


su 

/and Means, which committee, having the same || it. He understood that a part of thisa iranian 
| labor to do for all appropriations, could scarcely || was designed to build a fire and bom “proof yes. 
| be supposed to give the attention to such matters, || sel, which he was informed could not be done. 

| however laborious they might be, which the par- || The question was then taken on Mr. King’s 


| ticular committee could give. 

| Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, moved an amend- 
/ment to the amendment, increasing the sum 
| $10,000. He spoke in opposition to the reduction 
| proposed in the appropriation for the Naval School 
/at Annapolis. He quoted from the report of the 


_ amendment, and it was not agreed to, 
|. Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, offered the fol- 
|| lowing amendment: 

| Por the floating dry-dock in California, authori 

| the act approved September 30, 1850, $150 000; aed by 


; 3000 ; an 
| Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized to contract : 





| Secretary of the Navy, recommending the appro- 
| priation, and argued in favor of its necessity. 
| The question was taken on the amendment to 
| the amendment, and it was rejected. 
| Thequestion recurred on the amendment of Mr. 
| Toomss. Tellers were called for, and ordered, and 
|| Messrs. Peck and Tuck appointed. The ques- 
| tion was taken, and the tellers reported—ayes 80, 
| noes 44, 

So the amendment was agreed to. 


| Mr. KING, of New Jersey, offered the fol- | 


| lowing amendment to the bill: 


| That so much of the appropriation made by the act of 
14th April, 1842, to carry into effect the contract made by 
|| Congress with Robert L. Stevens as may be supposed to 

have passed into the surplus fund, be, and the same is 


hereby, reapprepriated for its original purpose. And that the || 


Secretary of the Navy be hereby authorized and directed, 
| after making payment to the said Stevens for all materials 
furnished and outlays made by him, according to the pro- 
| visions of said contract, to continue, in his discretion, the 


| said contract with the said Stevens, fixing areasonable time || 


for its performance ; or else, after making the payments as 
| discontinuance of, or putting an end to, said contract, and 
| for the cancelling and surrender of all mortgages and securi- 
ties relating to the same. And in the latter case to make 
| compensation to said Stevens, by the payment to him, out 


of said appropriation, of a sum not exceeding $75,000, ac- 


| provided hereinbefore, to arrange with said Stevens for the | 


|| the construction of a dry-dock in California, limiting the 
| same to the construction of the floating dock alone, without 
|| the basin and railway; provided that the contractors will 
\| agree to construct the said dock at the estimates of the Cost 
|, of that portion of the work made in November and Decem). 
|| ber last by the chief naval constructor and the chief Civil 
|| engineer of the Department, and the chief machinist o¢ 
|| the Washington navy-yard, under the direction of the said 
Secretary, as mentioned in his letter of the 2st of January 
|| last: nd provided, also, The said Secretary shall deem the 


1} 
| 
1} 


said estimates fair and reasonable.”’ 


Mr. S. desired to state that the amendment was 
in substance the same with that offered by the 
i wage 9 from Georgia [Mr. Toomss] the other 
|, day, and which, as he understood, received the 
_assent of the Committee of Ways and Means. 
|| He presumed it would meet with no serious ob. 
|| jection. 

Mr. TOOMBS hoped that the chairman of the 
| Naval Committee would allow the chairman of 
| the Committee of Ways and Means [Mr. Barty] 
|, to introduce an amendment. 

| Mr. STANTON accordingly withdrew his 
|, amendment. 


Mr. BAYLY said he was authorized by the 
| Committee of Ways and Means to offer the fol- 
'| lowing amendment: 


| And be it further enacted, That so much of the act of 


uestion. But we have it from the Secretary of 
the Navy that the sum which Congress appropri- 





cording to such award as may be made by a commission to || 
be appointed for the purpese of determining the amount of | 
money to be so paid, to consist of one person to be selected || 


the 28th of September, 1850, entitled ‘ An act making appro- 
priations for the naval service for the year ending the 30th 
of June, 1851,’ as authorizes the construction of adry-dock, 


ated was an insufficient sum, and that if no more 
was appropriated, they would be obliged to come 
in here with a deficiency of $8,000. He was 
againat all deficiencies. it they appropriated a 
sum of money for the payment of additional salary, 
when the salary was sufficiently high already, he 
held that no person had a right to come in there 
and claim an extra allowance from Government. 
But, in his opinion, there were some cases in 
which a deficiency was allowable. Whether this 
was one, the committee would judge. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Toomss’s 
amendment, and it was agreed to. 


Mr. TOOMBS moved to amend the item which 


| by the Secretary of the Navy, and of one person to be se- 

|| leeted by said Stevens; and in case of their disagreement, 
| of an umpire, to be selected by the two commissioners dis- 
| agreeing, and the award of said commission shall be final 
| and conclusive between the parties.’’ 


| Mr. K. said: The object of this amendment is 
| 


to bring back under the control of the Secretary of | 


| the Navy the funds that are supposed—not to use 
| a stronger term—not stronger than the Secretary of 


| the Navy has said—to have passed into the sur- |, 


| plus fund; so that the contract ordered by Con- 
| gress to be observed with this individual may be 


|| carried out. There have been four or five Secre- | 


| taries of the Navy who have passed upon this sub- 
| ject, and according to circumstances, they have de- 


appropriates for the repairs and erection of build- | termined as to the expediency of the contract. 
ings at the United States Naval Academy at An- || Congress settled that question, and they deter- 
napolis, Maryland, $127,500, by decreasing the || mined that the contract should be made. The 





sum to ee 

Mr. T. remarked, that the appropriation for the 
Naval School last year was a very small sum. 
He thought it was some $20,000. Now they pro- 
posed a large amount for buildings, and among 
other things they proposed the building of an ob- 
servatory, the estimated costof which was $10,000. 
They had already a National Observatory at 
Washington. 
propriation of $5,000, until now it required within 
a few years back the annual appropriation of 
$80,000. As they already had this Observatory 


at Washington, what necessity was there for es- | 


tablishing another one at this academy only twen- 
ty miles off? He trusted that the whole item for 
an observatory would be stricken out, and the 
appropriation reduced as he proposed. 

ir. CHANDLER expressed a hope that the 
amendment would notbe agreed to. He could not 
state exactly what were the particular buildings to 
be erected; but of course such as were required 
by the nature of the studies and the number of 
persons there. A larger sum has been recom- 


mended than was formerly appropriated, and this | 


because it was deemed true economy to carry on 
the works with regularity. It was a poor calcula- 
tion to lay foundations and carry up walls to be 
left for the weather to destroy, it costs no more 
to build well and permanently than to build poorly, 
rovided skill and attention are applied. 
Mr. TOOMBS inquired whether any plans and 
specifications had been presented? 
Mr. GHANDLER said he could not tell, for by 


an error in the arrangement of committees, the || it affirmed in 1842, and that they will do an act of || 


Committee on Naval Affairs were not allowed to 


It was started at first with an ap- | 


| 


| contract was made; and [ ask, in behalf of the in- 
| dividuals who made the contract, and who have 
expended a large sum of money to carry it out— 
who have appropriated their own means to an 
amount very large, and who have given so much 


| tract, that this matter should be considered by 
Congress. The appropriation made by the act of 
1842, to carry this contract into effect, has passed 
into the surplus fund. Let the Secretary of the 
Navy carry out the contract according to that law, 
'and Jet no individuals be knocking in vain at your 
| door for justice, simple justice. I hope that this 
|| House will be willing to do justice in this case, 
|| and that they will vote the money back. 
Mr. HALL rose to a point of order—that the 
gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. Kine] is out of 
order. This is nothing more nor less than a new 
contract, and it is not carrying out an existing 
| law. 
|| Mr. KING. The gentlgman is entirely mis- 
| taken. The contract has two years to run. 
| gentleman is entirely misinformed. 
The CHAIRMAN decided that the point of or- 
| der was too late, and that the gentleman from New 
|| Jersey (Mr. Kine] might proceed. 
| Mr. KING. I desire to state to the committee, 
| that there are two years for the contract to be per- 


| formed in, and in which it will be binding. But | 


i the Secretary of the erye feeling that the time 
|| will not be sufficient, has determined that, without 
|| the action of Congress, he will not persevere in 
| this matter. I hope this House will reaffirm what 


|| simple justice in this case. 


of their time and talents to the object of the con- | 


The | 


|| railway and basin, at such harbor on the Pacific ocean ag 
|| the Secretary of the Navy may select, be, and the same is 
| hereby, repealed.”’ 


|| Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, then renewed 
his proposition as an amendment to the amend- 
|| ment. 
| Mr. S. said: I desire simply to state that it 
|| must be admitted that all excitement upon this 
| subject has passed away. I think it must be ad- 
|, mitted that the Secretary has entered into a con- 
|| tract which between individuals would have been 
| binding, upon every principle of justice and honor. 
The report of the Naval Committee in the Sen- 
|| ate, as I understand, was assented to unanimously 
| by the Senate. The terms proposed by the Secre- 
|| tary, in pursuance of the law, were executed by 
|| the parties, for due consideration. I think I have 
|| shown that these terms were reasonable and fair 
| in their character, and I see no reason why any 
|| objection can be made to them. 
| Mr. TOOMBS wished to say to the gentleman 
| from Tennessee, [Mr. Stanton,] as he had said 
_ the other day, that he did not look upon the Sec- 
| retary as being bound by this contract. He did 
| not understand by what authority he had made 
| the contract. 
Mr. STANTON said the representations of 
| the Secretary made it very plain to his mind, that 
| a contract was entered into which, if it had been 
|| made between individuals, would have been bind- 
|| ing in honor. 
r. TOOMBS thought the Secretary of the 
| Navy had no authority to make the contract. 
| There was no necessity for the work atall. lt 
| was an extravagant waste of public money. He 
ae the whole system wrong, from beginning 
|| to end. 
| Mr. VINTON proposed to strike out a portion 
|| of the section. 
The CHAIRMAN said the gentleman from 
| Ohio [Mr. Vixron] was under a misapprehension. 
|, The proposition of the gentleman from Tennessee 
| [Mr. Sranron] was a substitute for the whole 
| section. 
| Mr. VINTON stated that he proposed to amend 
| the substitute by striking out a part of it. He 
now asked the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
| Sranron] to so alter his substitute as to authorize 
| the Secretary of the Navy to modify the contract. 
| Mr. STA N accepted the proposition. 
| ‘The amendment was then read as modified. 
| ‘The question now being upon the amendment 
. of the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Sranto¥,] 














1851. _ 


Mr. JONES desired to offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN said no amendment was 
now in order. ; 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, demanded 

tellers. 
“Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. Beare and 
CuivemAN were appointed. The question was 
then taken, and the tellers reported—ayes 95, 
noes 99. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McCLERNAND asked what was the 
amendment before the committee? 

The CHAIRMAN replied, it was on the motion 
of the gentleman from Tennessee, (Mr. Stanton. ] 

Mr. McCLERNAND asked if it was not open 
to amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN said it was not. The gen- 
deman from Tennessee had moved to strike outa 
paragraph of the bill, and insert a substitute in 
lieu thereof. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, thought the 
Chair was under a mistake in regard to the motion 
of the gentleman from Tennessee, (Mr. Stanron.] 
It was to amend, not to strike out. 

Mr. JONES said he thought the amendment 
was amendable. 

The CHAIRMAN said it was not in its present 
state. 

Mr. JONES desired to inquire if there was any 
role in parliamentary practice which prevented an 
amendment being amendable at any stage? 

The CHAIRMAN said there was not. He 
based his decision in relation to this matter upon 
entirely different grounds. The committee had 





stricken out the proposition of the Committee of || 


Ways and Means, offered by the gentleman from 
Virginia, [Mr. Bayty,] and inserted 

(Cries of ** No! no!” 

Mr. TOOMBS said the committee had stricken 
out nothing. 

Mr. OTIS wished to offer an amendment to the 
original amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN said the gentleman from IIli- 
nois (Mr. McCrernanp] was entitled to the floor 

The Cierx then reported the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Bayty.] 

The CHAIRMAN said he understood the gen- 
tleman from™ Tennessee [Mr. Stanton] to offer 
his proposition as a substitute. 


Mr. STANTON stated that he did at first pro- 





pose to offer it as a substitute, but afterwards al- | 


tered it. He offered it as an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN said the gentleman from Tili- 
nois [Mr. McC.ernanp] was in order. 

Mr. McCLERNAND then offered the follow- 
ing amendment: 

“ Provided, That before making such contract the said 


Secretary of the Navy shall give at least sixty days’ notice, 
by advertising in the usual way.” 


Mr. McC, said he had no remarks to make upon || 


thisamendment. It would speak for itself. 
The question was then taken by tellers upon 


Mr. McCLernanv’s amendment, (Messrs. Sre- 


vens, of Pennsylvania, and McMut en acting,) | 


andcarried in the affirmative—ayes 73, noes 66. 
So the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. CARTTER inquired if it was now in order 
to offer an amendment? 
The CHAIRMAN replied in the affirmative. 


Mr. CARTTER then offered the following lumber, from which the dock was to be constructed, 


amendment: 


“Provided, further, That the Government extinguish the 
patent-right for the dry-dock before entering into contract.”’ 


Mr. ©, said: Mr. Chairman, I wish to make a | 


As I understand the condition of | 


remark or two. 
this subject, in the last Congress we authorized 
the executive branch of this Government to make 
‘contract for the construction of a dock, and con- 
nected with it a basin anda railway. The Gov- 
érament informally, and not by a sealed instru- 
ment, consummated that contract with the patentee 
of this proposed dock. This Congress, or this 
session of the same Congress, have just excluded 
from that contract $1,000,000. They are now 
perpetrating the gross injustice, after he has in- 
vested his interest in it, to some extent, of en- 
deavoring to cheat him out of the balance. We 
have already provided, by the action we have just 
taken, that the work shall be confined to a sec- 
tional dock, We have also provided that the esti- 
mates of that work to be paid to this contractor, 
shall be done under the law and according to the 
figures of the Department. Is not this throwing 
that man sufficiently within the power of the Gov- 


-— sutsiaeiapemaesnanaaell 1 —— 








| ernment, without doing him the greater injustice 
of setting him afloat, and permitting this Govern- 
|| ment, and a combination of men around the De- 
| partment, to cheat him out of the poor remnant 
that is left to him? It seems to me that this De- 
partment designs to perpetrate a wrong, by delay- 
ing the work until his patent shall have expired, 
and after it has expired to select some favorite to 
bestow the job upon. This is the scheme which, 
| it seems to me, is contemplated by their actions. 
This Government has been committed in good 
|| faith to this contract, and they should carry it out 
/in good faith. The proviso which I have intro- 
| duced here, reserves to him the poor justice of 
purchasing his right of discovery in the work. 
Mr. PHELPS. Mr. Chairman, I am a little 
surprised to hear the remarks made by the gentle- 
}, man from Ohio, (Mr. Carrrer,] in declaring that 
the Government is about to usurp, exercise, and 








| these alleged contractors. We are making pro- 
visions for the fiscal year ending June, 1852. ‘The 
| Secretary of the Navy tells you that the patent 
| under which the contract was made will expire the 
Sth of May, 1851. The Secretary of the Navy, 
| in answering the resolution of inquiry adopted by 
| this House on the 20th of January last, tells you 
that letters patent for this sectional dock expired 
in May, 1851. I therefore say that the Govern- 
| ment of the United States will not infringe upon 
| the patent of these persons. 
| The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Cartrer] says 
| we have made a contract, and that tliese persons 
have been subjected to great expense in the pur- 
| chase of timber and lumber for the purpose of 
being transported to California. Why, the very 
statement aan that it is nothing but a humbug 
—this idea of carrying timber from the Atlantic 
-coast to California, when you know that the 
orice of lumber has been reduced within the 
fast three months in California to a point as low 
as it is on the Atlantic coast. You can now pur- 
chase lumber at San Francisco as cheap as it can 
be purchased at New York. By the late papers 
of California, you will see that lumber can be 


| 
| 
i} 
! 


|, transported from Oregon to California at a cheaper 


| rate than you can transport it from the Atlantic 
| coast. 

I say that there was no contract made by the 
Secretary. I say that the Secretary was bound 
to advertise for proposals, as the law requires him 
todo. If he had made the contract, as was pro- 
posed at that time, the Secretary would have been 
liable to impeachment, because he would have 
violated the laws which he was appointed to exe- 
cute. 
| A resolution was passed on the 17th of January 
| making inquiry in relation to that contract, and 
| an answer was received on the 20th. The reso- 
lution of inquiry passed this House, and from that 
| moment it was known that the Secretary of the 


of obtaining lumber and timber to be carried to 
California, and upon the face of the statement it 
_ appears to be a falsehood. It was only presented 
|| for the purpose of obtaining money from the 
| United States to which the parties were not enti- 
tled. The idea of transporting materials and 





| was a ridiculous absurdity. 
| [Here the hammer fell. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Cart- 
| TER’s amendment, and it was not agreed to. 
| Mr.CLINGMAN offered the following amend- 
ment as a substitute for the whole matter: 





| passed, authorizing the construction of a dock, railway, and 
| basin, or either of them, in California, be and the same is 
| hereby repealed.’’ 


| Mr. C. said: My object isto get a vote upon this 
| single proposition. I am satisfied myself that we 
ought not to construct any dock, and I believe a 
majority of the committee are of that opinion. 

| Mr. ASHMUN rose toa point of order—that 
the gentleman’s amendment was not in execution 
| of the law, but it is for the repeal of the law. 

| The CHAIRMAN overruled the point of order, 
' and decided that the gentleman from North Caro- 
| lina [Mr. Cumeman] might proceed with his re- 
| marks. 

| Mr. ASHMUN appealed from the decision of 
| the Chair. 


And be it further enacted, That any law heretofore | 
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| ‘The question was then taken, and the decision 


of the Chair was sustained. 
Mr. CLINGMAN, (resuming.) I have no de- 


| Sireto make a speech at all; but I am satisfied that 


use the patent which has been granted to some of || 


we ought not to have any dock there. I wish the 
question was presented in some shape so that we 
could get the sense of the committee upon it. The 
a of the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. 
Stanton,] I think, was voted for without being 
understood. If weadopt his proposition, why we 
shall authorize the construction of such a dock as 
is proposed by that proposition. If, on the other 
hand, we reject the proposition, we shall leave the 
existing law in force, which I consider more ob- 
jectionable than the amendment. If, on the other 

and, a majority of the committee are of the opin- 
ion that we should have no dock there at all, by 
adopting my amendment as a substitute, the? will 
attain their object. 

Mr. MEADE. I am opposed to this proposi- 
tion of the gentleman from North Carolina, [Mr. 
Ciiveman.] I am opposed, moreover, to the 
execution of the contract as entered into by the 
Secretary of the Navy. I take the view of 
this question as originally presented by the gen- 


| tleman from Georgia, [Mr.- Toomss:] when the 


' marine. 


Government of the country has entered into a 
contract, which they afterwards discover to be 
an injudiciows one if executed, they have a 
right to abrogate that contract by repairing the 
damages done to thé contractors. For this reason 
[ am opposed to the execution of the contract as 
entered into. Sir, I am in favor of having a dry- 
dock erected in the waters of the bay of San Fran- 
cisco. I have no wish todrive thousands of ves- 
sels from the waters of the Pacific ocean to the 
Atlantic every time they need repairs. A dry- 
dock at San Francisco would not only furnish 
facilities for the commercial marine of the United 
States, but is almost indispensable to their naval 
A dock erected there for the purpose of 
repairing vessels, would save a trip of some three 


| or four months to the dry-dock in New York and 


| altogether on our part. 


elsewhere. 

Mr. Chairman, I say that whenever we enter 
into a contract with a private individual, we should 
be more scrupulous in observing and fulfilling that 
contract than even private individuals should be; 
and why? We have redress against private indi- 
viduals: the individual contractor, in case of an 
injury done him, has no redress against this Gov- 
ernment. We should set an example, therefore, 
of observing our contracts scrupulously and tothe 
letter, and never to abrogate them unless we find 
that it is our interest to dispense with the work 
If we find that we cannot 
enter into this large expenditure, as originally con- 


| tracted for, let us abrogate so much of it as we do 


| that may have been done. 


not want, and at the same time repair all damages 
If we determine, how- 


| ever, to carry into effect a portion of the contract, 


Navy refused to do anything more in relation to || 
proposals. The contract was made for the purpose || 


who is entitled to it? The parties with whom we 
made the contract for the entire work are clearly 
entitled to it. If we want to advertise for the 


| building of a dry-dock in the bay of San Fran- 


| dock. 
| would be wise economy to have one. 


cisco, and bidders should come forward and offer 
to bid for less than the original contractors, they 
are in equity and honorentitled to the difference be- 
tween the lesser and the greater sum. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I would ask the gentleman 
whether, if we should repeal the law requiring the 
erection of a dock, we should not be required to 
pay them ? 

Mr. MEADE. If I thought, as the gentleman 
from North Carolina [Mr. Cueman] did, that we 
should not have any dock at all, | would go fora 
repeal of the law, and make damages and repara- 
tion to the parties for the whole contract. I disa- 
gree with him in regard to the policy of a dry- 
I think we ought to have one, and that it 
I shall vote 
against the proposition of the gentleman from 
North Carolina, [Mr. Crrveman.]} 

os the hammer fell. } 

r. STEPHENS, of Georgia, moved an 
amendment pro forma. Hesaid: Some gentlemen 
seem to think that the contract could be abrogated 
without great damage being done to these contract- 
ors. According to the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Tennessee, [Mr. Srawron,] the Secre- 
tary of the Navy is not to complete this contract 
unless he should believe that the estimates hereto- 
fore made are reasonable and just. Now, I ask 
the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Meape,} the 
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gentleman from Ohio, ai CanrtTer,| and every 


gentleman upon this floor, how the Secretary of 
the Navy is to know whether the estimates are 
reasonable and just, unless by advertising for con- 
tractors to make proposals? I am willing that 
these contractors, provided the estimates are rea- 
sonable and just, should have the benefits of the 
contract. Iam in favor of advertising for sixty 


days, according as the gentleman from [Illinois || 


{[Mr. McCrernanp] provides in his amendment, 


and then it will be known whether these estimates | 


are reasonable and just. 


Mr. HOLMES (who was quite inaudible at the 
Reporter’s desk) spoke briefly in opposition tothe | 


amendment. 
Mr. STEPHENS then withdrew his amend- 


ment, 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, moved to | 


%9 


amend the proviso by striking out ‘* sixty’? and 


inserting ‘* ten’’ in lieu thereof. 

Mr. MeCLERNAND said that the amendment 
was out of order. He wished to know if the 
amendment of the gentleman from North Carolina 
{Mr. CLineman] was not now pending? 

The CHLAIRMAN said that that was a propo- 


sition to strike out the entire provision; but by | 


the rules of the House it was first in order to per- 
fect what was proposed to be stricken out. 

{The confusion and excitement in the Hall at 
this time was very great. ] 

Mr. HALL rose to a question of order. The 
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. REA, had 
prance an amendment that the contract should 
ve advertised for sixty days, and that amendment 
had been adopted. The committee had therefore 


decided that the contract should be advertised for 


sixty days, and it was not in order to move to 
strike out sixty and insert any other number. 
The CHAIRMAN overruled the point of order; 
but his decision was not heard by the Reporter 
in consequence of the confusion in the Hall. 
Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, said that 
he had offered this amendment with a view to 


make a comment or two with regard to the benefit | 


of these dry-docks. . 
Mr. SCHENCK (interposing) desired to know 


if the committee had yet voted on the amendment | 


of the gentleman from Georgia? , 
Mr. STEPHENS said that he had withdrawn 
it 


would not give way again unless called to order 
by the Chair. 
there should be so many points of order in sucha 


disorderly body. ([Laughter.] Hewas going on | 


to remark, when interrupted, on the effect of the 
amendment of the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. 
McCuernann.}] It was an effort by indirect 
means to abolish the act of last session in regard 
to the dry-dock in California, although he knew 
that in general the gentleman from Illinois pro- 
ceeded directly to the point which he intended to 
accomplish. At the last session of Congress an 
act was passed authorizing the Secretary of the 


Navy to construct a certain dock. Of what kind? | 
A floating-dock with a basin and railway, and he || 


was authorized to estimate the cost and contract 
for the work. He has estimated it, and he has 
entered into contract, although it may not have 
been reduced to writing. At the last session of 
Congress the House had sufficient information as 
to the necessity of this dock. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, (interposing,) 


begged to ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania | 
whether he considered that the estimates stated in | 


the amendment of the gentleman from Tennessee 
were just and reasonable? 

Mr. THOMPSON made some reply not heard. 

Mr. STEPHENS wished to have a distinct an- 
swer to his question, because if this contract 
should be set aside for fraud, fraud vitiates every- 
thing. Heasked the gentleman again if these esti- 
mates were just and reasonable ? 


Mr. THOMPSON asked if the gentleman in- 


tended to say that the Secretary of the Navy 
would be guilty of fraud? 

Mr. STEPHENS had said no such thing, but 
the Secretary should advertise for sixty days to 
see whether this contract was reasonable and just. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania. hen 


the gentleman subscribed to the monstrous doc- | 


trine that they had a right to vitiate and destroy 
the contract. He (Mr. T.) would subscribe to no 
such doctrine. To take the patent and use it, 
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‘Mr. THOMPSON (resuming) said that he | 


It was a little remarkable that | 


and compensate the contractors. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. SWEETSER (who was very indistinctly 
|| heard throughout, in consequence of the noise 
| around him) next obtained the floor and said: 
| 


| 
from the act of last session, let them do it directly, 
| 


Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, as 
|| well as to the amendment to which it is an amend- 
| ment. During this debate much has been said in 
\| relation to the fact that this contract has not been 
| formally made, or formally given, and I am sur- 
prised that the gentleman from Ilhnois would offer 
| a proposition here which seeks to place this matter 
| entirely beyond the reach of any of the parties in- 
| terested in this contract. 

Mr. McCLERNAND, (interposing.) As Imay 
not have an opportunity to reply to these animated 
and energetic remarks, I ‘wish to say that I de- 

| mand of the gentleman in the first place to show 
that there is a contract. 

Mr. SWEETSER. Sir, the Secretary of the 
Navy has declared to Congress thata contract has 
'|| been made—that estimates have been made to the 
proper officers of the Government, and that a con- 
tract has been entered into. Sir, there is another 
|| fact in connection with this matter. The very 

parties that gentlemen from the West ye ame 
and particularly the gentleman from Missouri, 
| (Mr. Preps) 

Mr. PHELPS. What parties do I represent? 

Mr. SWEETSER—their bid, insomuch as re- 
lates to a sectional dock, exceeds the bid of the 
present contractors. 





|| my constituents are interested in this matter, he 
says what is untrue. 
[Great confusion. ] 


‘| hends me. What I mean to say is, that there is 


a gentleman from Missouri here who is a compet- || 


| itor for this contract. 


exchanged a word with him. 

Mr. SWEETSER. Those gentlemen who are 
stirring up difficulties in this matter will all come 
| in and compete before the Secretary of the Navy, 
| taking the estimates and bids of the contractors. 
| So far as relates to the present contractors, there 
, is no fraud; and those gentlemen who are for post- 
| poning this matter for sixty days are not aiding 

fair competition, but they are postponing it be- 
yond the existence of a patent which they have 
no power to abrogate. This amendment of the 
| gentleman from Illinois only seeks indirectly to 
| violate this contract, made on the part of the Sec- 
retary of the Navy. I put it to the gentleman 

from Ilinois, if he had made a proposition of the 
| amount which he would give for certain work, and 


_ the party with whom he was bargaining had agreed | 
| to that proposition, and the bargain was concluded | 


_ and the contract was to be drawn up next morn- 
ing; and if, without any good cause, he was after- 
wards to attempt to abrogate that contract, would 
he not consider that he not only owed the party an 
apology, but that he was bound to make him re- 
| paration? 

[Here the Chairman’s hammer fell.] 

The question was then taken on Mr. Tuomp- 
| son’s amendment, and it was not agreed to. 


Mr. SEDDON offered the following amend- 
ment: 


“ Provided, That \he Secretary of the Navy be instruct- 

ed and autborize4 tv ascertain and report to the next Con- 

|, gress whether any damages have resulted to any persons 

| claiming to be contractors under any alleged contract here- 

tofore made by him for the construction of a dock, basin, 

and railway in California, and if so, the amount of such 
damages. ”’ 


Mr. 8. said that it seemed to be conceded by 
| this House that if any contract heretofore made 


actually sustained. It was likewise conceded that 
although this contract might not have been in all 
its legal forms a valid one, yet that the contractor 
had probably been led to suppose that it was 


thought that it would be injustice in Government 
|| if a valid contract were made with an individual, 
|| that it should be set aside without compensating 
|| the injured contractor. 


LOBE. 


would be plunder. If the House wished to recede i] Mr. STRONG inquired whether there 


Mr. PHELPS. If any man says that any of | 
Mr. SWEETSER. The gentleman misappre- | 


Mr. PHELPS. I do not know him. I never | 


should be set aside, compensation should be made | 
to the contractor for any damages he may have | 


such, he was entitled to receive the amount of 
the damages he had sustained. He (Mr. S.) | 











res 


March 1, 








Was any 
any con. 


law that would release Government from 
| tract that it had entered into? 

Mr. SEDDON. I think not. 

Mr. STRONG. Clearly not. 
|| Mr. SEDDON said there was no law that 


} 
| 


1 would release Government from any contract it 
might make, although it had the power to resein, 

| its contracts by an actof legislation. At the Same 
time it was just that itshould compensate such eo). 

_ tractors as might have sustained loss by such y). 
fulfilled contracts. If theamendment he proposed 
were adopted by the committee, it would proyiq, 

for such cases of presumptive contracts ag thy, 

_ said to have been entered into by the Secretary os 
the Navy. If Congress set aside that contrac; 

/it was an act of simple honor and justice th»: 

| they should make compensation to the contracto;. 

| He (Mr. 8.) made this proposition with purely 

|| disinterested views. He had no interest jn \, 

case whatever. He did not know any of the cop. 

| tractors, and had not therefore the slightest sy. 

| pony with any design upon the Governmey, 

|| He stood in that Hall as a representative of th, 
|| people, feeling a regard for the honor and the justice 

|| of Government, desirous that they should no 

|| violate any contract without at the same time ma. 

| king provision for adequate compensation for sich 

|, violation and for any injury that might in conse. 

| quence accrue. - So far as his (Mr. 8.’s) persona) 

| opinions were concerned, he thought that we oug); 

| to construct a dock upon the Pacific, though |p 

|| did not see the necessity for a basin and railway, 

|, He did not see the necessity for setting aside thy 

\| whole contract, however, because the basin and 
| railway were not needed; that portion of the cop. 

tract might be set aside and the rest remain. Buy 

however that might be, they were bound to com. 
pensate contractors for the injury they sustained 
from the violation of their contracts. 

[Here the Chairman’s hammer fell.] 

Mr. BOKEE was opposed to the amendmeat, 
|| He did not do so because he was less anxious thay 
| the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Seppoy} to sus- 
tain the national honor and character for justice, 
but because he deemed the amendment altogether 
useless and unnecessary. If it were true that a 
contract had really been entered into, no power, 
and no act of Congress could prevent the contract- 
ing and injured parties from recovering damages 
| consequent upon the repeal of the contract, from 
the Government. 

Mr. SEDDON (interposing) inquired what 
_ remedy the contractors had, if their contract were 
violated ? 

Mr. BOKEE. They had precisely the same 
remedy that all men had against the injuries they 
might sustain from Government. If they hada 
claim against the justice of Government, they 
could prefer it in that Hall, through the Repre- 
sentatives of the people. He would ask gentlemen 
if a just claim were presented, would that House 
refuse todo justice? Would they not grantall the 
compensation that justice demanded ? 

But apart from those considerations, he wished 
to add that he denied that Government had made 
any contract at all. He met the issue upon that 
broad and open ground—that there never had beet 
any contract. There had been conferences be- 
tween the parties, and upon this very subject, but 
in point of fact no regular and eal contract had 
been made. They had been called upon to pre 
sent estimates of the cost of a dry dock and basi 
antl railway in California, and they had stated the 
sum of $3,000,000. They had, perhaps, been 1n- 
formed by the Secretary of the Navy that if Cov- 
gress would »ppropriate that money and authorize 
| such a contract, that the contract should be theirs; 
_ but noihiag more than that had, or could have beet 
| done. 
| Mr. SEDDON (interposing) made a remark 
_ altogether inaudible to the Reporter. 

r. BOKEE was desirous of experiencing 
more interruptions. His time was limited. Ifthe 
Secretary of the Navy declared that the contract 
had been entered into—that it was a bona fide 
transaction, then it would be time enough to make 
the provision that was contemplated by the 
amendment of the gentleman from Virginia. I! 
‘then Congress were determined to violate the 
| contract, for the purpose of economy, or for any 
{ other object, they might make compensation for 
the damages sustained by the contracting parties. 
| But until that was done—until it was shown au 
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thoritatively, on the evidence of the Secretary of 
the Navy; that a contract had been entered into, 
the amendment of the gentleman from Virginia 
‘Mr. Seppow] was certainly premature and un- 

The question was then on the adoption of Mr. 
Seppon’s amendment. : 

Mr. CLINGMAN rose to a point of order. He 
understood that the gentleman from Virginia pro- | 
posed to amend his amendment, which was an 
amendment to an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN decided that Mr. Seppon’s 





| you pay comagee. 
’ 


patent right, but you must pay damages, or you 
may make a contract and then violate it, provided 
Now, sir, if this were a mat- 
ter between indtvidual and individual, there would 
be no great difficulty. If I havea contract with 
my neighbor, and I believe that it is a contract 
ruinous or injurious to me, I may, at my election, 
either fulfill the contract or violate it, and pay 








THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


| of one hundred are lawyers. But I submit that contracting party should be paid for 
| the form of writing is but evidence of the contract, 


| not the contract itself. You may seize upon this 
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any damages 
that he might have actually sustained. It ap- 
peared to him (Mr. D.) that in this contested case 
there was really no contract entered into. The 
usual legal forms had not been gone through, the 
contract had not been attested in writing and duly 
certified, and wntil this was done, the contract 
could not be considered binding, and there could 
not be any liability. If it had not been settled 


according to the terms of a contract, then it was 
ho contract. 


' | whatever amount of damages the other party may Mr. ASHMUN would ask the gentleman from 
: amendment was out of order, an amendment to an || be able to enforce against me. Heand I cansub- |) New York [Mr. Dver] if it were necessary that 
. amendment not being amendable. were. | mit it to a common arbitor. But in this case | the transaction should be in writing to render it a 
° Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, rose to a | the Government proposes to violate the contract, ntract ? 

: point of order. He understood that the gentleman || and the Government will be the judge whether it Mr. DUER. It was an absolute necessity; but 
: from North Carolina [Mr. Crineman] offered an | has been violated, and what amount of damages is | if it were an understood agreement between parties 
: amendment as a substitute for the paragraph as it | to be paid. Is that honest? Is it fair? Isit right? | that the agreement should be in writing it must be 
: stood amended by the motion of the gentleman || I say it is dishonest. I know if I was a con-| so effected. But he was willing to leave it in the 
@ from Tennessee. The amendment of the gentle- || tractor, I would sooner take a contract with any || hands of the Secretary of the Navy, and let him 
; man from Virginia was then to amend that sub- || convict in the penitentiary than with the Govern- | say whether or not a contract had been entered 
' stitute before the motion was taken on striking | ment. I do not go now into the merits of this | into. He was willing to leave it and the question 
| out. contract. I am speaking in relation to the princi- || of damages with him, and abide by his decision. 
, The CHAIRMAN stated that the gentleman | ples advanced here in regard to our action asa!) Mr. VINTON opposed the amendment. As re- 
. from Mississippi dié not appear to apprehend the | legislative bod || garded the real merits of the contract he had very 
" position of the proviss. ‘The amendment of the | [ere the hammer fell, the. five minutes having |) little to say. He had risen with a very different ob- 
- ventleman from Virginia [Mr. Megape] was | expired.] ject in view. The bill under consideration was 
h amended by the amendment of the gentleman from | Mr. McCLERNAND. Contrary to my ex- |) an exceedingly elaborate one in its details, indeed 
North Carolina, [Mr. Ciiveman,] and was not, || pectation, I find that the amendment adopted by | almost as much so as the civil and diplomatic ap- 
al therefore, subject to further amendment. the committee on my motion has awakened rather propriation bill. This was the last day but one 
it Mr. SEDDON inquired if it was not in order || an extraordinary excitement. Gentlemen have | of the session, and many and important bills had 
\e to amend the proposition of the gentleman from || resisted the amendment more by declamation and |, yet to receive the final action of the House. The 
,, Virginia (Mr. Maine} before the vote was taken | assertion than by facts and argument. As for Mr. | discussion had gone on, gentlemen were rising one 
ie on striking out ? | Dacon, the alleged contractor, I did not know that || after the other, proposing amendments and speak- 
d The CHAIRMAN stated it would. | he was the contractor interested until the fact had | ing to their amendments, and in this way the time 
1. Mr. SEDDON said he intended his proviso as | been developed by debate. I have known him here || was rapidly being consumed. He therefore did 
m an amendment to the amendmentof the gentleman | in Washington for several years, and so far as || hope that gentlemen, in view of the shortness of 
1 from Virginia; but if the substitute of the gentle- | my intercourse extended, always found him to be, || the time and the pressing nature of the business 
d man from North Carolina [Mr. CLincman] were what [ have no doubt he is, a worthy and intelligent || yet to come before them, would consent to stop 
adopted, then he would move it as an amendment || gentleman. ‘T'wo questions present themselves in | debate on this bill. He would move that the 
to that substitute. | the consideration of this matter: First, whether |, committee rise, with a view to introduce a resolu- 
t, The CHAIRMAN decided that the amendment | any authority existed for making the alleged con- || tion suspending the five minutes rule. 
in would then be in order. | tract? Second, whether in fact a contract had been | The question on rising was taken, and decided 
Se The question was then taken on Mr. Seppon’s | made? If the law of 1842, requiring contracts |, in the affirmative. 
ey amendment; and was decided in the negative. | for supplies and materials for the Navy to be ad-|; So the committee rose; and the Speaker pro 
er So the amendment was disagreed to. | vertised beforehand, applies to this case, as has | tem. (Mr. Boyp) having resumed the chair, the 
a Mr. SCHENCK moved to amend the amend- || been alleged, then no authority existed for ma- || chairman of the committee reported progress. 
or, ment by adding the words ‘* such damages to be | king this contract, for the requirement of the law | Mr. BAYLY asked the unanimous consent of 
et- ascertained by a board of disinterested commis- || was not complied with. Second, no contract was | the House to introduce a resolution suspending 
03 sioners.’’ '| in fact consummated, because the Secretary of the | the five minutes rule. 
ym Mr. 8. addressed the committee as follows: My | Navy, in obedience to the resolution of the House, | Mr. SWEETSER objected. 
object, Mr. Chairman, is to enter my dissent from | refused to do so. Besides that, only offers had | Mr. BAYLY moved to suspend the rules to en- 
rat some doctrines which have been advanced here in || been previously made between the Secretary and || able him to introduce the resolution. 
re connection with this matter. Notwithstanding all | Mr. D., which had been, as | understand, mu- | Mr. SWEETSER demanded the yeas and nays 
that has been said in regard to there being no con- | tually declined in the first instance;'in the mean || on the suspension of the rules, and also demanded 
me tract, I say that there is a contract, and the most | time other offers having been made. Under such |! tellers on the yeas and nays; neither of which 
ey conclusive evidence of it has been presented to this || circumstances, it is submitted whether the Secre- | were ordered. 
a House. What does the Secretary of the Navy || tary could have been fairly bound by a subsequent || The question was then taken, and the rules 
ey tell you? He informs the House that he made a | acceptance on the part of Mr. D.? I have, sir, || were suspended. 
re- proposition to these contractors; that they took a | looked only to the public interests, and to what I || Mr. BAYLY moved that the five minutes rule 
en day to consider of it, and then came and accepted || supposed was proper in what I did. I have had || be suspended. 
se his proposition. He then directed this contract | nothing to do with individuals on the subject. I|| The question being taken, the motion was 
the thus agreed upon to be reduced to writing, but be- || am unbiassed by them. Why the excitement of || agreed to. 
fore it was written and signed, a resolution of the | the gentlemen from Ohio [Messrs. Cartrer and || Mr. BAYLY moved that the rules be suspend- 
ied House passed, which induced him to arrest his | Sweerser] on this subject? Why the personal | ed, and that the House resolve itself into Com- 
ade proceedings. | feeling they have evinced? They seem to know |! mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 
hat Gentlemen say that thereis no contract, because | all about the personnel of the matter. | Mr. POTTER inquired if that motion did not 
eell itis not yet reduced to writing. Why, what isa | [Here the hammer fell.] | prevail, whether it would be in order for him to 
be- contract? I thought that the writing was but the | {r. DUER inquired if an amendment was now || report back the cheap postage bill? (Cries of 
but evidence of the existence of the contract, and that || in order? : ‘*No, no!”’) He merely wished to put the inquiry 
had the contract itself was another thing. I admit that The CHAIRMAN. It is not; there is already | to the Chair. r ic 

re under the statute of fraud, and other general legis- || an amendment to an amendment pending. || Mr. MEADE rose to a privileged question. 

isi lation, you may require certain contracts to bein || Mr. CARTTER moved that the committee rise. || He moved to reconsider the vote by which the 

the writing. Tadmit that parties may enter int§ a | He made the motion in order to get rid of the con- || resolution suspending the five minutes rule had 
in- contract, and agree specifically that the contract || fusion that prevailed in the Hall. been adopted, and to lay that motion on the table. 

‘on- shall be in writing; but where there is no specific | The question was taken, and the committee re- || The SPEAKER said that that motion could not 

rize agreement, and no general legislation requiring it | fused to rise. || be entertained pending a motion to suspend the 

13; to be in writing, it is a contract, whether it be in || The question was then taken on Mr. Scuencx’s || rules; but the gentleman from Virginia could have 

een writing or not. Now, what is the case with the || amendment, and decided in the negative. his motion entered. 

contracts made by the Secretary of the Navy? So the amendment was rejected. | The question was then taken on Mr. Bayry’s 
yark They are sometimes verbal, sometimes reduced || Mr. DUER moved to amend the amendment, |, motion to suspend the rules and to go into Com- 

to writing—most usually reduced to writing, but || by inserting ‘‘ thirty days.” _ ,, || mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
no there is no general law requiring it; nor is itre- || Mr. D. said that he was not prepared to vindi- | and agreed to. ; ? 

f the quired by the special act of legislation under || cate any contract that the Secretary of the Navy || The Elouse accordingly resolved itself into Com- 

ract which thie ¢. uéract was made. It simply author- might have made, nor was he disposed to say \ mittee of the Whole on the state of the House. 

fide ized acontract to be made, without specifying || that.the contract had been made, if the Secretary | Mr. CLINGMAN wished to modify his amend- 

ake whether that contract should be in writing or not. || of the Navy should say that he had not made one. || ment, by incorporating with tt the amendment of 
the he written form is the proof of the existence of || It was not so impurtant a point to be decided as | the gentleman from Virginia, (Mr. Seppon,] 
I the contract, but the contract itself being a propo- || to demand so much consumption of time. Sup- || slightly altered. 

the sition made by the Government, and accepted, is | posing a person “did make a contract, was he | The question was then taken on Mr. Dver’s 

any as fairly, and fully, and honestly, and honorably || thereupon bound to have the work performed, if | amendment, and it was not agreed to. 

) for made, as a contract could ossibly be. I say all || afterwards found that that work was unnecessary? | The question then recurred on Mr. Ciumveman’s 

ties. J® this with due deference to the opinions of gentle- || Could you compel him to have it done? The | amendment as modified. 

au men around me, of whom about ninety-nine out || most that could be enforced would be that the || Mr. PHELPS wished the amendment to which 
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Mr. Cumeoman’s was an amendment to be re- 


orted. 
The Crerx then read Mr. Sranron’s amend- 


ment. 

Mr. PHELPS said that he wished to know if 
the question could be divided so as to vote sepa- 
rately upon the different parts ? 


ee 





A 


Mr. JONES called for the reading of the fifty- | 


third rule. 

The Crer« read the rule, as follows: 

** Any member may call for the division of a question, 
which shat! be divided if it comprehend propositions in sub- 
stance so distinct, that one being taken away, a substantive 
proposition shall remain for the decision of the House— 


September 15, 1837. A motion to strike out and insert shall || 
be deemed indivisible—December 23, 1811; but a motion to || 
strike out being lost, shall preclude neither amendment nor | 


a motion to strike out and insert.— March 13, 1822.”’ 


Mr. PHELPS. I wish to inquire—— 
Cries of ** Order!’’ ‘* order!”’ 
Mr. PHELPS. Who calls to order? I have 


a right to nee any inquiry to the Chair that \ had a right to have the amendment read. 1] 
|| Mr. SWEETSER asked what was the question | 


I please. I wish to have a separate vote upon that 
part of the proposition providing for the payment 
of damages. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, suggested that 
the time to take the separate vote would be when 


the question came up on agreeing to the amend- | 


ment as amended. 

Mr. CLINGMAN called for tellers on his 
amendment; and they were ordered; and Messrs. 
Carrrer, and McLean of Kentucky, were ap- 
pointed, 

The question being taken, was decided in the 
negative—ayes 74, noes 78. 

The question then recurred on agreeing to Mr. 
Sranton’s amendment. 


Mr. STANTON modified his amendment so as | 


to read as follows: 
“ For the floating dry-dock in California, $150,000; and 


the Secretary of the Navy is hereby required so to modify | 


the contract alleged to have been made on the 17th of Jan- 


uary last, as to confine the same to the construction of the | 
floating dock alene, without the basin and railway, pro- | 


vided the contractors will agree to do the work at the esti- 


mates made by the Department in November and Decem- || 
ber last; and provided the said Secretary considers the said | 


estimates fair and reasonable; and so much of said law as 


authorizes the construction of the basin and railway is | 


hereby repealed.” 


Mr. STANTON demanded tellers on the adop- 
tion of his amendment; and they were ordered; 
and Messrs Tuck and Sawre.ve were appointed. 

The question being taken by tellers, was de- 
cided in the affirmative—ayes 91, noes 60. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALL wished to amend the amendment. 


The CHAIRNAN said that no amendment was | 


in order. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
Stanton] proposed an amendment which was 


adopted by the committee as a substitute for the | 


entire amendment. The committee had adopted 
that substitute, and it was not now in order to 
amend it. 

Mr. JONES appealed from the decision of the 
Chair. 

Mr. MEADE asked the Chairman to state the 
question. 

The CHAIRMAN stated that the gentleman 
from Tennessee {Mr. we coeur 5 had proposed a 
substitute for the amendment offered by the gen- 
tieman from Virginia, [Mr. Meape.}] That sub- 


stitute had been adopted by the committee. The | 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Haut] now pro- || 


posed to amend that substitute after it had been 
adopted. 

Mr. JONES said that it had not yet been adopt- 
ed 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair had decided | 


that after the substitute had been voted on and 


adopted by the committee no further amendment | 


was in order. From that decision the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. vm e+ Pee 

Mr. JONES wished to as 
amended had ever been adopted and incorporated 
into the bill? 

The CHAIRMAN replied, Certainly not. 

Mr. JONES thought, then, that it was clearly 
open to amendment, and the House had so de- 


cided. [Loud cries of “ Order 1") Te was in order | 


to-—[renewed cries of “ Order! 

Mr. STEPHENS (of Georgia) inquired if the 
appeal was debatable ? 

The CHAIRMAN said that it was not. 

Mr. JONES called for tellers on the appeal; 
which were ordered; and Messrs. Sawretce and 
Duer were appointed. 





THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


——————— 


if the amendmentas | 


| _Mr. MEADE wished to know, before the ques- 


tion was taken, whether the amendment offered | 
and ruled out of order proposed to strike out any | 
part of the.substitute ? 
Mr. HALL said that it did not. 
Mr. PHELPS desired that the amendment pro- | 
or by his colleague [Mr. Hatt] should be | 
read. 
Loud cries of ** Object !’’ and **No, no!”’ 
Mr. PHELPS wished to call attention to the 
distinction {Shouts of ‘*Order!’’ and great | 
confusion. 
The CHAIRMAN said that the amendment | 
would be reported. 
Mr. ASHMUN objected. No amendment was 
in order. 
The CHAIRMAN said that the committee 
could hear the proposed amendment. 
Mr. LEVIN 





before the committee? Was it on the appeal from 
the decision of the Chair? 
| The CHAIRMAN said that it was. 


Mr. SWEETSER hoped, then, that that ques- | 


tion would be determined. 

The Crerx reported Mr. Hatui’s amendment. 
It was as follows: 

“ Provided, That before making said contract the Secre- 


tary of the Navy shall give at least sixty days’ notice by ad- 
vertisement in the usual way.”’ 


|| Mr. SWEETSER rose to a question of order. 


already pending on one question of order, and an- 
other could not be entertained until that was dis- 


posed of. 


ment of the committee?’’and the tellers reported— 
ayes 79, noes 48. 
| So the decision of the Chair was sustained, and 
the amendment ruled to be out of order. 
The question then recurred on the amendment 
as amended by the substitute proposed by Mr. 
| Stanton, of Tennessee. 


which were ordered. 

The question being taken, (Messrs. Duer and 
| Peck acting,) it was decided in the affirmative— 
|| ayes 80, noes 71. 
|| So the amendment asamended was agreed to. 
|| Mr. HALL then offered his amendment, to come 
in at the end of the paragraph, as follows: 

** Provided. That before making said contract the Sec- 


retary of the Navy shall give at least sixty days’ notice 
| by advertisement in the usual way.”’ 


and tellers were ordered. 
\ The questicn being taken, (Messrs, Stetson, 


| and McLean of Kentucky, acting,) it was decided | 


in the affirmative—ayes 81, noes 68. 
So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MEADE offered the following amendment, 
to come in at the end of the bill: 
Sec. —. Be it further enacted, That for the purpose 


of providing a more efficient steam navy in case of war, and | 


for the continuance of the policy already established by the 
| Government of maintaining these vessels by service in time 
of peace, in the conveyance of the United States mails, the 


| San Francisco, in California, and China, communicating 
with either Shanghai, Amoy, Chusan, Macao, or Hong- 
Kong, and touching at the Sandwich Islands in going or re- 
turning; the other between Philadebphia, Norfolk, and Bal- 
timore, in the United States, and Antwerp in Europe, 
touching at Portsmouth or Dover, in England, or Havre, in 
France, immediately after the passage of this bill, upon the 
following terms and conditions, viz: The said Thompson 
shall agree to establish, at his own expense, the said lines of 
|, steamships, and to convey the United States mails between 
the bay of San Francisco and China, or either of the points 
designated for the first line, and between Philadelphia, Nor- 
folk, and Baitimore, and the points in Europe designated for 
the other, and shall receive no other or further compensation 
therefor than the amount of postage which he may charge 
and receive on the mailable matter which may be conveyed 
in his ships. The said line of steamers betvveen San Fran- 
|, eiseo and China shall consist of six ship of not less than 

three thousand tons register each, a4 capable of a speed 
| equal to any steaiper now employea between New York and 
Liverpool. Three of the said ships shall be completed and 
ready to be placed on the said I(ne within two years after 
date of contract; and the other three within two years after 
the first three shall have been plaved on said line, and the 
three ships last constructed shall >be placed on said line as 
| soon after they shall have been finished as practicable. The 
|| line between the United States and Europe shall consist of 
|| four ships of equal size with the others, two of which shall 


objected. | 
|| The CHAIRMAN ruled that the committee || 


The CHAIRMAN said there was an appeal || 


The question was then taken on the appeal, | 
** Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the judg- | 


Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, called for tellers; | 


Mr. HALL demanded tellers on the amendment; || 


Secretary of the Navy is hereby directed to contract with | 
|| Ambrose W. Thompson, of Philadelphia, for the establish- | 
|, ment of two lines of steamships, one between the bay of | 





March |. 
be completed within two years, and the others within two 
years thereafter. 

The said steamships shall be so constructed as to be eo 
vertible, at the last possible expense, into war steamers of 
the first class, and shall be commanded by officers of th 
Navy, and receive four midshipmen on board as watch off, 
cers ; the said commanders and officers to be detailed for the 
service by the Secretary of the Navy at the request of the 
| contractor. The said ships shall, if required by the Secre 
| tary of the Navy, carry four heavy guns each, to be provided. 

officered and manned by the Department. For the term of 
two years after the first ships shall have been placed y 
the respective lines, they shall perform monthly trips each 
way between the respective ports as before specified ; and 
when the whole number of said ships shall have been com- 
pleted and placed on the said lines as above sti ulated, they 
| shall perform semi-monthly trips between the United States 
| and the foreign ports designated respectively. The saiq 
| ships shall be constructed under the supervision of such 
| naval constructor as the Secretary of the Navy may Appoint, 





— Ee eee a 


|| Sec. —. And be it further enacted, That for the pur. 
|| pose of establishing the aforesaid lines of steamers, it shai] 
we 


be the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to issue to the 
said Thompson, upon the requisition of the Secretary of the 
| Navy, from time to time, in such proportions as the 

| Thompson may require, not exceeding in the whole five 
| sixths of the cost which, in the judgment of the Secretary of 
| the Navy, shall be sufficient for the construction and equip. 


|| ment of the said ships, the other sixth of their entire cost to 
|| be provided and paid by said Thompson, certificates of the 


United States six per cent. stock, with coupons, which shalj 
be redeemable in ten years. The said Thompson shall pay 
into the Treasury semi-annually, as the interest on said 
stock may fall due, the full amount so due; and shall also 
annually, after the first five years establishment of said lines, 
pay ten per cent. on the principal, and the whole balance 
on the maturity thereof; but he m2y, at an earlier day, pay 
into the Treasury the whole or such portions of said stock 
|| as the Secretary of the Treasury may consent to receive; 
Provided, 'The said steamers shall not exceed the cost per 
ton of those built by E. K. Collins, in carrying out his cop. 
tract with the Government. The said Thompson shall give 
| the Secretary of the Navy satisfactory security for the faith- 
| ful and economical application of the stock thus advanced 
| towards the construction and equipment of said ships ; and 
the Secretary shall have the right to cause the accounts of 
disbursements made for that object, at any time, to be ex. 
amined, and shall also from time to time, as he may desire, 
have the said ships and their machinery inspected, and re- 
| quire such repairs to be made by said Thompson as shall 
be found necessary. The said ships shall be kept in service- 
able condition and repair, and all improvements in ma- 
chinery adopted at the expense of said ‘Thompson, if so 
required on inspection ; and the United States shall have a 
lien on said ships, and upon policies of insurance which the 
said Thompson shall be required to obtain upon them, as 
security for the sum advanced for their construction and 
equipment in such form as the Secretary of the Navy may 
| require ; and the said ships may be taken by the Secretary 

of the Navy at any time for the public service by releasing 
said lien, and making to the said Ambrose W. Thompson a 
|| fair compensation, to be ascertained, if not agreed on by the 
parties, by appraisers, to be appointed, one by the Secretary 
of the Navy or under his order, one by the said Thoinpson, 
and a third by the two so appointed: Provided, That the 
rates of postage on mail matter charged and received by the 
said Thompson on each of the said lines shall conform to 
such regulations as may be established by the Postmaster 
General according to law: And provided, further, That the 
power is reserved to the United States to assume the right 
of collecting the postages as in other cases of mail trans- 
portation, allowing in lieu thereof to the said Thompson on 
each of said lines the same rateable compensation in pro- 
|| portion to the number of ships employed as is then allowed 
|| by law to E. K. Collins and his associates for mail service 
|| between New York and Liverpool. ; 

Sec. —. And be it further enacted, That in executing 
the said contract as to the line between the United State» 
and Europe, it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Navy 
to provide by proper stipulations that two steamships shall 
depart and return in each regular trip from and to Philadel- 
phia, and two in like manner from the waters of the Chesa- 

sake, and the same to enter and clear in each voyage from 

th the cities of Baltimore and Norfolk. 

Src.—. And be it further enacted, That the Secretary of 
the Navy is authorized, in case any proposal should be made 
to perform the service Sonteanghated by this bill, and by ves- 
|| sels in all respects similar to those herein described, and 
which shall require no advances of money or stock by the 
Government, receiving as compensation therefor the re- 
ceipts from postages only, to accept such proposal, in lieu 
of the contract herein proposed: Provided, however, That 
saffsfactory security shall be tendered at the time of such 
proposal, for the building of the vessels, and for the perform- 
ance of the service intended to be secured by this bill. 


Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, raised a point 
of order on the amendment. Te the first place the 
| amendment had no relevancy to the bill. As had 
|| been well remarked “4 the gentleman from Ohio, 
| 
| 








this seemed to be a bill to establish post routes and 


create a public debt. In the second place, the 
| amendment was out of order under the eighty-first 
| rule of the House, which provided that there should 
| be no appropriation of money other than that rec- 
ognized by law. ‘The amendment provided for 4 
loan of five or six millions of dol nani but wer 
was an a riation of an amount of postage 
| these contenant: On these grounds he raised the 
| question of order. 

Mr. MEADE th t that the gentleman from 
Georgia misapprehended that clause of the amend- 
ment. [Cries oF **Order!’’] There was no appro 
priation. {** Order!’? “ order!”? **order!”’) No 
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